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PREFACE. 

In  this  volume  the  public  is  presented  with  the  pro^ 
gress  and  result  of  an  important  enquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  a  nobleman,  who,  having  held  the  most 
dignijied  offices  of  the  state.  Was  impeached  by  the 
House  ofCommonSy  for  corruption  in  the  adminis" 
iratian  of  the  public  money. 

It  was  impossible  to  compress  this  work  into  any 
convenient  form,  and  to  include  all  the  particulars 
adduced  in  evidence;  it  was  therefore  found  neces^ 
sary  to  select  certain  parts  of  the  testimony,  which 
are  given  in  detail,  while  others  are  passed  over 
'more  slightly,  as  containing  matters  of  mere  pro^ 
fessional  formality.     On  this  account  the  introduc- 
tory proof,  to  the   conclusion  of  the  second  day  of 
the  trial,  is  considerably  abridged;  the  subsequent 
testimony,  to  the  commencement  of  the  eighth  day, 
is  recorded  with  all  the  minuteness  that  <i  technical 
facility,  known  only  to  the  English  language,  could 
enable  the  reporter  to  produce.     Thts  interval  com- 
prises the  whole  of  the  depositions  of  Mr.  Alexan- 
der Trotter.  From  the  eighth  day  to  the  conclusion, 
the  evidence  is  again  contracted. 
^     The  orations  of  the  honourable  managers,  and  of 
^^^h^  learned  counsel,  unfold  the  grand  maxims  of 
^British  jurisprudence,  and  apply  them  to  the  case 
gqf  the  nQlflc  defendant ;    the  importance  of  these 
^suggested  the  propriety  of  introducing  them  nearly 
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IV  PREFACE. 

verbatim  as  they  were  delivered ;  it  is  hoped  they 
uill  be  found,  not  only  interesting  to  public  curio- 
sity, but  a  permanent  record  of  British  eloquence, 
and  a  masculine  display  of  British  patriotism. 
The  promptitude,  impartiality,  energy,  and  talent^ 

m 

HSith  which  these  proceedings  were  conducted,  (to 
use  the  language  of  the  speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons)  have  rescued  the  Trial  by  Impeach^ 
ment  from  the  disgrace  into  which  it  had  fallen^ 
and  restored  it  to  its  former  dignity  and  honor. 
"  It  is,''  (says  that  distinguished  member  of  the 
legislature)  "  the  power  of  impeachment  which 
has  enabled  the  Commons  of  this  country,  at 
all  times,  to  lay  open  the  misdeeds  of  the  highest 
servants  of  the  crozsm,  and  to  prevent  or  punish 
all  inroads  which  may  be  made  on  the  liberty  of  the 
subjects  of  this  realms 

At  a  period  when  the  ministry  have  recommended 
to  the  representatives  of  the  people  a  new  project  for 
auditing  the  public  accounts  of  the  kingdom^  and 
when  it  appears,  that  the  sum  of  these  accounts,  un- 
examined and  unexplai?ied,  composes  an  amount  more 
enormous  than  the  whole  rtational  debt,  this  inves- 
tigation of  the  duties  of  an  office,  in  which  upwards 
of  150  millions  sterling  were  circulated  under  the 
administration  of  Lord  Melville,  will,  it  is  pre- 
sumed, prove  peculiarly  acceptable  to  every  friend 
to  the  security,  independence,  prosperity,  and  gloru 
of  the  British  Empire. 


SKETCH 

OF  TK£  Lire  OF 

VISCOUNT  MELVILLE. 


HenjIY,  VlSCOUJifT  MELVILLE,  is  a  dewend^tfiroin  a^young^r 
Jb^pnfKJ^  of  fi  family  long  eminent  ampog  the  lairds  of  Lptbi^.  During 
H  great  ivK^  <tf  |b^  laH  centpry,  hh  in^mediate  ancestors  bav«  been 
4M9Soi4^  M  t^  aM<)9t  advocates  of  the  Scottish  bar,  and  th^y 
bave  successively  attained  to  the  highest  honors  and  emolument^  of 
Uie  |Nrofesff«QB.  His  father,  &fpn  while  a  young  lawyer,  wa3  distin- 
gusiiKsd  fer  disqemment,  elegance,  and  erudition,  and  his  elder  bro- 
ti)arj  ibs  late  Lord  Pre^idept  Pundifs,  after  adyanciag  through  a  veiy 
j^f9n4i4  ^4  9ucqe^(ul  career  of  pr^pUce  at  the  bar^  w^  raised  to  thp 
£[rst  place  in  the  supreme  court  of  justice  in  his  native  country. 

P^y«i>$^>)B^  9Qn,  an4  by  a^^econd  mariiagey  vas  bom  about 
^e  ye^f  17^t  an4  \«a$  destined  to  see|;:  l^i^  fortune  in  sopae  profes- 
sional ptt1^^i^  On  his  entrance  into  life  1^  is  said  to  have  given  afi 
uj^cojw^Of^  jnsdt^nce  of  disinterestedness  and  fraternal  affection,  in  re-!- 
Jioquisbii|g  l^is  patrimony;  which  wa3  nQt  much  more  than  iQOQl. 
•terU^gt  tP  ^9  si^^r  Christian',  relying  entirely  on  the  exertion  of  hi3 
own  abiUties  in  that  profession  in  which  his  family  bad  been  so  sucr 
cessfi^*  Though  very  young  when  -he  was  called  to  the  Scottish  bar, 
fifi  <yMddy  rpse  to  some  distinction  among  the  junior  advocates.  Hi^ 
:^^ftnfcig(ag  x>f  birth  and  hi^  per^pnal  recommendations  were  a  fkvprr 
§iji0  introduction  to  all  tlie  gay  and  fashionable  society  of  the  Scottish 
IJBetri^Us,  and  a  dispoisitj^p  ^  enter  ardently  mtp  the  usual  pleasure^ 
of  the  yomg^  contributed  to  render  Us  reosption  the  more  flaUeriog. 
The  indulgence  of  this  propensity,  however,  imfitted  him  noitber  for 
business  nor  study,  i»ut  seemed  to  make  his  application  to  both  jthe 
more  intense  during  the  time  it  was  bestow^  upon  them- 

The  General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  the  only  xery 
minerous  and  popular  court  in  that  part  of  the  island,  has  JM^tly  bfif?^ 
Regarded  ai  an  exceilent  school  of  ddibmatiYe>elft<y^nfia»  vi4^^>ap^ 


It 

advocptes  were  therefore  usually  eager  to  obtain  Scats  and  to  try  their 
powers  of  oratory  in  it.  In  that  assembly  no  speakt* r  ever  obtained 
greater  admiration  than  young  Dundas,  who  exhibited  there  some 
of  the  first  specimens  of  these  talents  which  he  was  afterwards  to  ex- 
ercise on  a  more  illustrious  theatre. 

During  the  progress  of  his  practice  at  the  bar,  his  sound  under- 
standing and  prompt  discernment  obtained  him  not  only  the  respectful 
attention  of  the  ablest  judges  on  the  beiich>  but  a  continually  increas- 
ing nuniber  of  clients.  He  was  far  from  confining  himself  to  the  ac- 
quirement and  display  of  dry  juridical  erudition  ;  on  the  contrary,  his 
inclination  and  ability  to  blend  with  it  the  becoming  elegances  of  lite- 
rature procured  him,  while  very  young,  the  flattering  esteem  of  the 
Lite  Lord  Kaimcs,  and  such  was  the  impression  which  the  early  pro- 
niibe  of  his  talents  made  on  the  mind  of  that  nobleman,  that  tfcey  ob- 
•luiued  him  the  elegant  and  complimetitary  address  in  which  his  lord- 
ship dedicated  to  his  young  friend  his  excellent  work  entitled  Prificipies 
of' Equity, 

A  marriage  with  ISliss  Rennie,  the  heiress  of  the  estate  of  Melville, 
in  the  vicinity  of  Edinburgh,  brought  Mr.  Dundas  a  seasonable  addi- 
tion of  one  hundred  thousand  pounds  to  his  professional  emoluments, 
and  facilitated  the  ascent  towards  thai  elevation  which  be  haid  since 
attained.  • 

Family  interest,  arid  those  talents  which  command  ample  employ- 
ment at  the  bar,  recommended  Mr.  Diindas  to  the  favorable  notice 
of  the  crown,  and  under  the  administration  of  Lord  North,  he  rose  to 
the  office  of  Ix)rd  Advocate  for  Scotland,  lie  now  aspired  to  a  seat 
in  parliament,  and  in  1774,  was  elected  for  the  shire  of  Edinburgh 
which  he  continued  to  represent  till  the  year  17 82,  when  he  was  chosen 
for  Newtown,  in  Hampshire. 

The  period  of  the  entrance  of  Mr.  Dundas  into  parliament  was  pe- 
culiarly favorable  to  the  views  of  a  raun  with  the  talents  and  charairter 
whic^  he  possessed.  It  took  place  at  a  time  when  the  difficulties  of 
government  demanded  the  exercise  of  extraordinary  powers  in  those 
who  could  influence  its  transactions,  and  v  hen  the  embarrassments  of 
a  falling  ministry  seemed  to  promise  every  thing  to  the  ambition  of 
those  who  aspired  to  supplant  them. 

Being  the  first  law  oflficer  of  the  crown  of  Scotland,  it  was  natural 
that  in  the  House  of  Commons  Mr.  Dundas  should  act  as  the  advo- 
cate for  Che  measures  of  the  administration.  With  that  prudent  cau- 
•  tion  which  has  ever  distinguished  his  carreer  as  a  statesman,  he,  how- 
ever, not  only  fefb^ie  to  irritate  the  leaders  of  opjxjsition ;  bat  by 
^  an 


SD  extraordinary  species  of  political  logic,  even  amidst  tlie  most  vfo* 
lent  conflicts  of  parties,  he  had  no  difficnity  to  infer  that  lx)th  were 
right — the  one  was  right  in  general,  and  the  argument  of  the  other  in 
•  pohtical  view. 

**  No  one  could  object  that  liberty  in  general  was  a  good  thing  ;  he 
could  pot,  therefore,  withhold  his  admiration  from  the  right  honor- 
able gen  tiem  aft,  (Mr.  Fox)  ihat  he  so  well  defended  what  might  btf 
considered  the  common  cause  of.  human  nature.  But,  however  cx- 
celleiit  was  liberty  in  general,  nothing  could  be  more  dangerous  wHf n 
Bot  applied  with  due  regard  to  season  and  place.  lie  could  not,  there- 
fore, den}'  his  strenuous  approbation  to  the  noble  lord  (Lord  North) 
9S#'  however  opposite  ihey  might  appear,  they  were  evidently  engaged 
in  the  same  cause,  and  the  princi[>les  of  the  one,  and  the  practice  cf 
the  other  were,  as  ruqh,  equally  laudable,  and  as  such  were  equally 
entitled  to  his  hearty  concurrence.'^  Such,  if  not  the  actual  words; 
vaa  at  least  the  substauce  of  the  political  logic  and  creed  oi  Mr.: 
Dundas. 

To  this  aCcommodathig  disposition  more  than  any  other  qualiHca- 
tion,  .18  to  be  ascribed  the  extraordinary  success  of  Mr.  Dundas  in^ 
his  political  career.  The  administration  under  which  he  first  broug!  t 
himself  into  notice,  being  seconded  by  all  the  support  of  the  court,  con- 
tinued for  a  time  to  maintain  their  seats,  in  despite  of  the  general  chi- 
mor  of  the  couotry.  But  the  ill  success  of  the  war  with  the  Amcricair 
qolonics,  the  triumphs  of  Washington,  and  the  surrender  of  ComwaHi»;; 
c^xcited  in  the  minds  of  the  public  a  thorough  conviction  of  the  insuf- 
ficiency of  the  then  existing  councils  for  their  own  support.  When,  »at 
JpDgth,  the  faUl.of  that  miuistry  appeared  to  be  uievitable,  Mr.  l>u«-i 
das  strove  to  make  himself  master  of  some  of  the  branches  of  ti^ti  uh- 
tional  busii>ess,  in  such  an  eminent  degree,  that,  Vrl^atever.  cimnge» 
might  ensue,  bis  aid  might  be  too  important  to  the  new  ministorio 
be  hastily  slighted,  his  opposition  too  formidable  to  be  carelessly  pro* 
Yoked,  w  '  r-  .-         . 

Accordingly,  on  the  retirement  of  Lord  North  from  power,  JMr. 
Duudas  was  admitted  as  one  of  Uie  succeeding  administration  ;  and,.in 
spite  of  changes  coulinued  to  frnjoy  his  former  consicj^^ratioii.  On  the 
death  of  the  Marquis  of  Rockingham,  the  Shrlburue  piirty  succeeded 
to  the  place  of  the  Rockingham.  The  Earl  of  Shtlburuc,  like  his  pre- 
decessor J^ord  North,  was  professedly  the  minister  of  the  court,  and 
had  obtaFfied  his  place  as  minister  only  by  promises  of  compliance  wijLh 
4l3^ievs.  ^Tbe  relics  of  the  Rockingham  party  rallymg  under,  thu 
of  f^x,  and  the  family  of  Cavendish,  in  order  to  dispossess  a 

a  2  u\vv\V5X«';j 


sunistry  whom  they  ocMuudemd  a&  fettegadoes  from  their  own  parlf^ 
united  with  that  of  Lord  I>^rtii,  and  tiiiis  fbrmed  the  celebrited  ooft^ 
lition.  Of  this  faction  Mr.  Dundaa  was  one  of  tlie  most  ctistinguitlleil 
members.  The  divided  ministry  of  the  £arl  of  Shelbame  oooid  vkA 
support  itself  against  this  all-powerful  union ;  it  f^U,  but  was  aodn  af- 
terwards revenged  by  the  fall  of  its  rival.  Mr.  Dundas  ^s  still  a  fa« 
vorite  of  fortune*  and  after  the  ruin  of  the  coalitioni  became  one  d 
the  succeeding  ministry  of  Mr.  Pitt. 

In  all  these  contests  and  diangeB|  in  which  he  aeted  sudi  a  bu^ 
and  important  part,  he  obliged  the  contending  patties  to  regard  hini 
4s  a  mail  wfab,  if  in  admimstnitioh  muit  havfe  occupied  nO  ihean  pkt^^ 
kad  if  in  opp'Ofiition  must  have  possessed*  the  authority  of  a  leader; 
thiting  this  period  he  wtu  likewift  r^taiti^d  te  leading  oobnsel  in  liibtt 
of  the  appeals  from  the  courts  of  Scotland  tb  the  Engjlidh  llteae  of 
Lords,  in  which  Ibe  of  his  professional  duty  hto  attracted  consideraMr 
sotici  by  the  di^Iay  of  his  legal  knb^kd^,  Md  the  fre^ueht  pns&k 
he  afforded  of  his  powers  of  elocution. 

After  the  Briti£^  afflftirs  in  America  Mtoied  d«ftp6rate^  tiA  attention 
of  the  legislature  Was  mord  particulariy  directed  toward!  the  al&irs  <si 
India;  Until  the  breaking  out  of  the  American  w^r,  the  Brititfh  do* 
minions  in  thb  east  had  but  in  a  slight  manner  attracted  thti  lidtlce  of 
parliament.  ,  Loud  compUittts  ^kett  at  lengtii  mad^  of  ite  compatty'a 
servants^  who,  carrying  on  Wats^  aikl  i^njg  tribute  in  iJH^  spirit  df 
mercantile  avarice^  had  excited  the  diSereht  powisiti  of  Indhi  Agaihst 
them ;  who,  in  th^ir  ttirh,  ptiiiiUing  their  i^venge  by  indiaereet  policy,  ' 
ftmiented  conispiraciea  and  rebellions  among  our  allies  aiid  tributary 
atatei.  In  the  work  of  retaiiatidii  no  badcwardnesii  in  the  governo^-ge-^ 
neral  was  to  be  feared.  Every  advice  from  India  ^as  filled  ^itft  <bc* 
counts  ^f  war  and  spoliations ;  of  rikjaht  and  n«Lbobs  de^roned^  whOM 
««  scarcely  teexlr  by  name ;  of  provihcbs  isubjected  to  th«  Britiift 
po^er,  which  ^e  knew  not  lirhere  tb  look  fbr  xii  out  maps.  Thesis 
wars, ''which  bad  enriched  the  servants  of  the  company,  had  not  it)  th6 
same  ibanner  retmited  its  finances ;  inqairy  was  ihatiioted,  and  the 
Iruth,  which  w^  Ibng  expecM,  was  at  last  b^oojght  to  tight— 'the 
company  protested  that  it  had  neVet  aUthmized  wars  for  conqoe^  bnt 
had  left  all  to  the  xitscretion  of  it!  servants ;  anid  th%y^  th  tiiih^  al-* 
ledged  aggression  tiOd  rebellion  as  the  causes  of  tbd|^  ^fjli^^e  ftt 
ahns.  A  dissension  in  th^  supreme  council  of  Bei^ wBMpiUiill  nt^ 
iher  light  upon  the  subject,  which  forcing  itself  upoxiflpPmHderaitipti 
of  parliament,  was  at  length  sifted  to  the  bottom.     /^  "'■'^iMHk^-^-^ 

tn  this  business  Mr.  Dutdlas  took  a  leading  part ;  tt  sleetM^M^ 
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ihiMtee  ihm  nteinsiM  to  enquire  into  the  cAtses.  of  tbt  w«r  m  tba 
diroitic^  and  of  tbe  uniBi^orAble  odnittioti  of  the  Biitith  ponfessioiit 
Hi  tboae  parts;  Of  tbn  cemmiMe  Mr.  Dutidas  wtt  appointed  choir* 
Bto.  In  tlie  teport  whkh  ho  made  ift>m  the  tbAnritttei  and  in  tin 
ibrmatwn  of  a  biti  which  he  loan  afterwards  bitlugbt  Into  parliMofeM 
far  the  regatalton  of  the  british  atfairs  m  Indiii  bin  abilities  for  bitt^ 
iien  weHit  ^iUpVtLjtd  16  fftiBi  advAntage&  The  MH  wis  de#^al^  by  th« 
eflbrtt  of  oppMitioU ;  &at|  ill  tfe»  courae  6f  the  eft^vrlry  by  which  it 
trat  Mggested^  Mr/  DuntktA  had  act|aifed  a  knowledge  of  len^  aflfalnsi 
nMdch  powMuUy  eemriboted  (d  hie  subsequent  adtancemcnt. 

It  y^BB  ebjetted  to  Mn  ttiirket  that  his  morality  was  tdo  rigid  fiir  • 
yoKtician^  and  thai  his  advancemetit  in  court  Ibvor  Woald  have  been 
iiKiie  rapid  had  he  not  ct>lifitied  hit  efforts  as  a  stafeittian  within  th« 
narrow  predflcts  of  Hfto^al  t^ttitude.  Mr.  Dohdas  appears  t6  have 
eoQcorr^dia  ot^hmM  with  the  censored  of  that  great  man;  whatever 
may  be  thought  of  his  politics  in  other  respects,  it  is  impossible  So  ob^ 
ject  With  justice,  that  at  any  onepetiod  of  his  &fb>  they  have  been  too 
much  narrowed  by  Ais  fiforali^.  He  had  none  of  that^  perhaps,  fiitse 
deHcacy  which  averts  fhom  chan^  aa  inconstaney,  and  of  this  his 
conduct  !n  i&e  bnsinet^  of  liidia  afforded  a  striking  example.  It  ia" 
still  upon  reconl  in  what  colurs  be  paintM  Ih^  character  and  eondntl 
of  the  gdvehKbr-genefal ;  it  is  Rkewise  e^odly  well  knoWD,  how  soon 
frotai  pnliiic  reasons,  be  changed  his  opinions  concerning  htm,  whilt 
the  public  bdidd  with  astohishiikent  the  very  man  to  Whom  they  faaiff 
once  io6ked  op  as  ihe  redtetor  of  Indian  grievaoces^  Stifiibg  an  ea^ 
4Qhfyitktb'theN4b6bof  Attof^debt^,  by  far  the  most  cerrept  and 
most  svbwedly  flagitionsof  all  tbe  Ibdiaii  peeulat^dhs^. 
'  On  tbe  elevation  of  Mr.  Pitt,  in  1783,  the  aSHiMance  bP  stich  k 
maxiuis  Mr.  bund^  was  tdd  valaaMe  to  the  yenng  and  mexpeHenced 
temher^  of  1^  new  administration  to  be  neglected,  and  f^rtihratefy 
the  latter  never  had  any  scraples  about  jotnik^  tmy  iban,  or  any  set  of 
dien,  trtlb  might  happHen  to  be  in  t:K>W^r.  By  his  aistfstance,  chieAy, 
the  minister  was  enabled  to  gahi  bVer  Uv.biS  intetest  the  leading  mem- 
bers of  the  East-India  company,  at  the  most  ciitittil  period  of  the 
parliamentary  sthi^le,  and  afterward)  to  ptt>duee,  with  their  consent, 
a  sy^t^  of  India  contrenl,  dfitafering  Very  RMe  in  its  eissenthd  t^* 
dency  from  the  elatoxions  phtn  of  Ml*.  Fox. 

Tbe  appoihttnents  df  IVfeasarer  of  the  Navy,  and  President  of  the 
Board  of  Cobtr^o!  6f  the  Eaftt-lndih  Company  iu  the  mauageaieht  of 
their  afihii^  with  a  seat  hi  the  cabhftt  coancth  wef^  ttie  th-st  rewarc^s 
\  iMi^lfi  seasofaable  senices  of  Mr.  Dundas;  in  the  arraD^etnsnx  ol  VSoe 
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new  administration.  The  former  of  these  offices  he  had  before  held, 
from  the  27th  of  July,  1782,  to  the  Qd  of  April  1783.  It  is  not  a  little 
remarkable  that,  during  this  period  he  himself  brought  in  a  bill,  which 
was.passed  into  an  act,  for  the  better  regulation  of  the  pflice  and  salary 
of  the  treasurer  of  the  navy,  and  that  the  alledged  infringement  of 
this  act  is  the  ground  of  his  impeachment.  Before  the  period  of  which 
we  are  treating,  the  salary  of  treasurer  of  the  navy  was  two  thousand 
pounds  per  annum,  exclusive  of  perquisites,  which  were  enormous* 
Many  abuses  had  crept  in  through  the  misconduct  of  men  in  official 
situations  applying  the  public  money  for  their  own  private  in  teres  t« 
and,  in  consequence,  large  sums  had  been  lost  to  the. nation*  To  f^e- 
vent  this  peculation  was  tlie  obj^t  of  Mr.  Dundas's  bill;  find,  as  a 
compensation  for  the  loss  of  purquisites,  the  salary  of  treasurer  of  the 
navy  was  advanced  from  two  to  four  thousand  pounds,  besides  house, 
coal,  and  candle,  making  in  all  Httjie  short  of  five  thousand  pounds  per 

annum. 

The  resolutions  passed  by  the  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
relative  to  this  business,  were  to  the  following  efiect : 

<'  That  it  appears  to  this  committee,  that  on  the  1  Sth  of  June,  1782^ 
the  House  of  Commons,  in  a  commiitee  of  the  whole  house,  came 
among  others  to  the  following  resolutions: 

''  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee,,  that  some  regulations 
ought  to  be  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  lessening  and  keeping  down  the 
balances  of  public  money,  which  appear  to  have  iisuuijy  beeu  in  th<\ 
hands  of  the  treasurci%of  the  navy,  and  it  would  be  beneficial  to  the. 
public  if  the  first  and  other  clerks  in  the  diiferent  branches;  belonging 
to  the  said  office  were  paid  by  fixed  and  permanent  sal|i];^es,  in  lieu  of] 
fees,  gratuities,  and  other  perquisites  .wiiatsoever. 

'*  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  that  from  henceforward 
the  paymaster-general  of  his  Majesty's  land  forces  and  the  tre^urer  of 
the  navy,  for  the  time  being,  shall  not  apply  an/ sum  or  sums  of  n^o- 
ney  imprest  to  them,  or  either  of  them^  to  any  purpose  of  adjutage 
or  interest  to  themselves,  either  directly  or  indirectly. 

''  That  it  appears  to  this  committee,  that  the  commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  examine,  take  and  state  the  pubUc  accounts  of  the  king* 
dom,  have,  so  far  as  appears  from  the  reports  hitherto  made,  dis- 
charged the  duty  entrusted  to  them  with  great  diligence,  accuracy, 
and  ability ;  and  if  parliament  shall  carry  into  execution  those  plans  of 
reform  and  regulation  which  are  suggested  by  the  matter  contained  iu 
the  reports  of  the  said  commissioners,  it  cannot  but  be  attended  with 

the 


ibe  most^eneficial  consequences  to  the  future  wdfare  and  prosperity 
of  this  kiDgdomt" 

Suck  was  the  origin  of  the  act,  of  which  Mr*  Dundas  was  the  laiida** 
ble  mover  ;aad  it  is  not  a  litUe  remarkable,  that  he  should  be  the 
only  treasurer  of  the  navy  accused  of  having  infringed  this  law,  sitifM 
its  enactment. 

This  measure,-  however,  was  not  the  only  commendable  one  effected 
hy  Mr.  Dimdas,  in  his  capacity  of  treasurer  of  the  navy.  He  had  not 
been  long  iii  that  situation,  before  he  procured  an  act  of  parliament  to 
prevent  thepassing  of  forged  instruments,  and  caused  all  wills  and  powers 
of  attorney  of  seamen  to  be  signed,  by  the  officers  of  the  port,  whose  sig- 
natures are  kQOwu  at  the  navy-office.  H9  likewise  broifght  in  a  bill, 
for  the  purpose  of  empowering  every  seaman,  while  in*  the  service  of 
government,  to  remit  six  months  pay  to  his  wife  and  family;  which 
has  proved  a  grea^  encouragement  and  inducement  to  them  to  enter 
into  the  navy. 

r  in  1784  Mr,  Dundas  was  again  elected  to  represent  the  shire  of 
^EUlinburgb,  for  which  he  sa^till  1790,  when  he  was  returned  for  the 
Scottish  metropolis.  At  the  conclusion  of  J  798,  and  the  commence- 
jment  of  the  following  year,  wh<^n  the  eevere  indisposition  of  the  sove* 
reign  encouraged  a  proposal  ibr  the  establishment  of  a  regency,  and 
ib^reatened  the  removal  of  ^r.  Pitt  and  his  associates,  Mr.  Dundas 
aleadiiy  adhered  to  the  interests  of  that  statesman,  and  his  co-operation 
.was  eminently  useful  to  him  in  that  season  of  difficulty  and  alarm. 
.  To  recount  all  the  acts  of  the  public  life  of  Mr.  Dundas,  since  the 
commencement  of  the  late  "war  with  France,  it  woold  be  requisite  to 
write  a  complete  history  of  this  country,  and,  we  may  say,  of  the 
world.  He  has  been  the  firm  and  invariable  supporter  of  all  the  mea- 
sares  of  Mr.  Pitt's  administration:  and  the  honours  and  emoluments 
heaped  lA  co|)sequeix:e  of  this  adherence,  upon  him  and  his  lamilyi 
have  been  fully  adequate  to  the  services  he  has  rendered. 
.  On  the  introduction  of  the  Duke  of  Portland  into  the  ministry, 
the  importance  of  the  services  of  Mr.  Dundas  occasioned  his  being  enr 
trusted,  in  additipn  to  his  other  offices,  with  the  seals'  as  secretary  of 
state ;  for  it  was  considered  more  eligible  to  create  a  third  secretary, 
ib^  to  r&novG  Mr;  Dundas  from  the  conduct  of  the  correspondence 
relative  to  the  measures  and  operations  of  the  war.  The  plans  for  the 
formation  of  feocible  regiments,  the  supplementary  militia,  the  volun- 
teer companies,  the  provisional  cavalry,  and  all  that  military  force 
which  was  levied  and  maintained  during  the  war,  for  \he  internal  dc- 
fowe  of  tb^  country  against  invasion  or  insurrection,  tirlgiuakXttd  V\\\\ 


***** 

Mr.  BH»4as,  or  Mt  in  a  parUen^r  mftnner  ^m^er  hk  eooSiderBiion 
«nd  matiagement,  in  his  character  of  secretary  of  state^r  tfa^  war  de« 
{)artinent ;  and  H  cannot  be  denied,  that  means  better  adapted  to  the 
accompli^tment  of  the  objects  in  view,  could  not  have  been  easily 
eonceived.  *  •      . 

He  was  long  considered  as  holding  virtually  the  power  of  mihister 
for  Scotland,  and  it  is  certain,  that  there  was  never  less  discontent 
against  the  government  among  his  countrymen  than  ditring  that  pe* 
riod.  'Ae  restoration  of  the  forfeited  estates,  so  weH  calculated  to . 
extinguish  political  feuds,  was  ^  noble  measure,  of  vfiich  Mr.  Dnndftt 
was  regarded  at  the  author.  At  the  same  time  he  was  kr  from  being 
inattentive  to  his  own  interests,  as  tibe  numerous  lucrative  postft  and 
emoiiunents  bestowed  on  his  immediate  r^kntivessuftciontly  attest; 
.while  the  extensive  patronage  attached  to  his  official  station  invested 
him  with  almost  unbounded  ittfiuence  over  Iftie  northern  drnsioB  eC 
our  island. 

Having  devoted  toihe  affurs  of  the  East  Indies  a  partieuior  povlion 
of  his  studies,  his  India  budgets  were  always  fraught  with  labor,  and 
his  calculations  and  statements  were  in  general  minute  and  correct* 
His  situation  of  pre^dent  of  the  Board  of  Controul  gave  him  very  great 
inftuence  with  the  East  India  Company,  and  numberless  were  tha 
young  men,-  especially  of  his  own  country,  w4k>  tbrou^  his  interaBi 
were  promoted  to  places  of  emolument  and  trust  In  the  year  1 8M 
he  resigned  that  office,  on  which  the  directors  of  -the  East  India  Couh 
pany  came  to  a  resolution  to  reward  the  services  he  had  rendered  to 
that  great  commercial  body,  with  a  pension  of  two  thousand  poonda 

.per  annum.  On  being  apprised  of  the  intention  of  the  directors,  lam 
dedined  the  ofier,  but  at  the  same  time  signified,  by  letter,  that  if  the 

.  annuity  was  granted  to  his  lacfy  (who  is  co.nsiderably  younger  tbaa 
himself),  it  woiM  be  accepted.  His  wish  was  complied  with  'by  tha 
directors,  and  the  annuity  was  granted  accordingly. 

On  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Pitt,  and  the  othier  members  of  his  admi- 
nistration, in  1801,  Mr.  Dundas  likewise  retired  from  office.  He  did 
not,  however,  like  some  others  of  his  coadjutors,  enter  into  a  ayfr- 
tematic  opposition  to  the  measures  of  his  successors.  TheTollowuif 
y«ir  the  friends  of  Mr.  Pitt  having  been  disappomted  in  their  expeela- 
tion  of  his  returning  to  office;  resolved  to  try  the  strength  of  his  popu- 
larity. With  thb  view  his  birth-day  was  celebrated  in  a  magaifieeBt^ 
manner,  and  a  large  siAiscr^on  was  obtained  for  ereetiiig  a  atatue  t^ 
his  honor.  The  friends  of  Mr.  Dundas  adopted  tbe  same  measure  at 
Cdinbor^i  and  three  thousand  pounds  were  subscribed  for  ^e  p»p> 

pos^ 
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gose,  asd  wbicli  sum  was  placed  at  interest  to  accumulate  till  his  de- . 

ini&6.  , 
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^TBougb  foiled  io  t])e  expectations  of  r<^aining  the  statioi^lie  had 
lostyAlr.DundasDevartbeless  keptotfan  amicable  footiD|r  iii^ith^his  su<>' 
cessors,  aod 'thus  secured -a  peerage  for  himself*  by  the  title  Of  ViS'- 
Gount  Melville,  and  several  good  situations  for  his  friends  and  rela^ 
lives.  On  the  prospect  of.  Mr.  Addington's  removal  from  power,  be. 
again  began  as  usual  ta  take  an  active  part,  and  it  waa  expected  that 
through  his  assiduity  a  reconciliation  would  have  been  effected  between" 
Fox  and  Pitt,  ha4  it  noti>een  found  impossible  to  include  thefomser 
in  the  arrangement  of  a  new  ministry.  '  .  « 

When,  in  1804<,  .Mr.  Pitt  was  again  called  to  the  helm,  his  faithful 
friend  and  assistant.  Lord  Melville,  received  the  important  appoiiTt', 
9ieutof  first  lord  of  the  admiralty;  a  post  which',  however,  he  w:as 
act  destined  long  to^ld.     From  his  first  entrauce  into  public  life,  h6  - 
had  enjoyed  without  interruption  the  smiles  of  fortune,  but  now  a  po- 
litical cbud,  in  the  shape  of  the  Tenth  Repot  t  of  the  Commi^ioners  of 
Naval  Enquiry,  intervened,  to  throw  a  gloom  over  his  future^rospectsl 
This  commission  for  the  enquiry  into  abuses  in  the  navaldepartment 
of  the  public  service,  had  been  instituted  at  xhe  instig»tj|Dp  of  his 
lordship's  immediate  predecessor,  the  Earl  of  8t.  Vincent.    Jl  was 
composed  of  five  gentlemen,  who  had  authoritycto  examine  witaesi^es, 
and  who,  in  the  preparation  of  their  Tenth  Report,  had  foumi  it  ne- 
cessary to  call  upon  Lord  MelviUc  and  the  Payniaster  of  the  Navy, 
Mr.  Trotter,  for  inibrmation  relative  to  various  sums  of  inoi^,  of  the 
application  of  which,  during  the.  treasurersliip  of  Uie  ibrmer,  they 
could  find  no  account.     On  the  manner  in  which  his  lordship^  repljeq 
the  quf'stions  put  to  him  on  this  occasion,  some- observatjoAs  wera 
utroduced  into  the  Tenth  Report,  which  on  its  appearance  produced 
the  following  letter  from  Lord  Melville  to  the  conunhisioners : 


'«  Gentlp.men,  MardiQS,  \S0S. 

"  Having  read  your  Tenth  Report,  and  observing  particularly  4be 
following  paragraph  in  the  1 4- 1st  page — *  However  the  apprelien&ion  of 
disclosing  delicate  and  contidential  transuciions  of  government  might 
operate  witli  Lord  Melvilb,  in  withholding  information  respecting  ad- 
vances  to  other  departments,  we  do  not  perceive  how  that  apprehen- 
sion can  at  all  account  for  his  refusing  to  state,  whether  he  derived 
any  profit  or  advantage  from  the  use  or  employment  of  money  issued 
for  the  services  of  the  navy.  If  his  Jordbhip  had  received  intg  his  hands 

b  such 


iuch  tnonies,  as  were  advanced  by  him  to  other  departments,  and  hai 
tfplaced  them  as  they  were  repaid,  he  could  not  have  derived  any 
profit  or  advantage  from  such  transactions,  however  repugnant  th^y 
might  be  to  the  provisions  of  the  legislature,  for  the  safe  custody  of 
public  money,''  «  ' 

**  I  think  it  necessary  to  state  the  following  observations,  in  order 
to  place  in  tlteir  Just  view  the  grounds  on  which  I  declined  answering 
your  question,  and  which  you  appear  not  to  have  accurately  under* 
0tood, 

**  When  you  first  called  upon  me  for  information,  I  stated  to  you 
that  I  had  not  materials  on  which  I  could  frarne  such  an  account  as  you 
required  me  at  that  time  to  prepare;  and  in  a  communication  with 
>Ir,  Trptter,  before  my  examination  on  the  5th  of  November  last,  I: 
learnt,  fof  the  first  time,  that  in  the  accounts  he  had  kept  respecting 
my  private  concerns,  he  had  so  blended  his  own  privatemonies  with 
what  he  had  in  his  hands  of  public  money,  that  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  ascertain  with  precision  whether  the  advances  he  had  occasioa 
to  make  to  me  in  the  course  of  his  running  private  account  with  me, 
ivfje  inade  from  the  one  or  from  the  other  aggregate  sums  which  con- 
stituted his  balance  with  Messrs.  Coutts.  This  circumstance,  which  I 
tiB<ferstood  Mr.  Trotter  had  distinctly  communicateil  to  you,  made  it 
impossible  for  me  to  return  any  other  answer  than  I  did  to  the  general 
question  which  you  put  to  me — *  Whether  Mr.  Trotter  had  applied  any 
of  the  money  issued  for  carrying  on  the  current  service  of  the  navy  for 
my  benefit  6r  advantage  ?'  and  to  this  circumstance  I  uniformly  refer-^ 
xed  in  my  answer  to  other  questions  respecting  the  ipanner  in  which 
Mr.  Trotter  applied  the  money  in  his  hands. 

<*  When  you  pqt  the  question  to  me,  '  Whether  I  did  direct  or  au*^ 
thorize  Mr.  Trottt^r  to  lay  out  or  apply,  or  cause  to  be  laid  out  or  ap-r 
plied,  any  of  the  money  issued  for  carrying  on  the  current  service  of 
th^  navy,  to  my  benefit  or  advantage  ^'  my  answer  was,  '  To  the  best 
of  my  recollection  1  never  did/ — That  answer  I  now  repeat  Had 
you  proceeded  to  enquire,  Whether!  ha<l  ever  any  understanding  ex« 

.  •  ■  • 

pressed  o|-  implied  with  Mr.  Trotter  resiiecting  any  participation  of 
advantage  derived  from  the  custody  of  the  public  money,  or  whether  I 
litany  lime  knowiugly  4lerived  any  advantages  to  myself  from  anyad<i 

:  vances  of  public  money  ?  I  should  haVe  no  hesitation  in  declaring,  as 
]  now  declare,  that  there  never  was  any  such  understanding,  nor  any 
4bing.lijte  it»  between  Mr.  Trotter  and  myself;  that  I  never  knowingly 

.«)tr>ved  apy  such  advantages;  uud  that  whatever  emolonseat  accrued 


Ill 

to.&If;  Trotter  ui*the  conduct  of  the  pecuniary  concerns  of*  the  office 
tras,  90  far  as  I  am  informed^  exclusively  his  own. 

**  With  respect  to  any  advances  which  Mr.  Trotter  might  make  on 
iny  private  ac<;ounty  1  considered  myself  as  debtor  to  him  alone,  anH 
«s  Btaoding  with  regard  to  him  in  no  other  predicament  than  I  should 
have  done,  with  any  other  man  of  business,  who  might  be  in  occasional 
advance  to  me  in  the  general  management  of  my  concerns  entrusted  to 
.  bim.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  ascertain,  from  any  documents  or 
vouchers  in  my  hands  or  now  existing,  what  the  extent  of  those  ad- 
irances  might  have  been  at  any  particular  period.  The  accounts  which 
»  you  have  inserted  in  your  Report,  I  never  saw  till  I  saw  them  in  the 
Report  itself.  They  are  no  accounts  of  mine,  nor  an^  I  party  to  tbeip* 
They  contain  a  variety  of  sums  issued  nominally  to  me^  ^hich  nevct 
came  into  my  hands^  and  they  gave  no  credit  for  various  sums  re* 
ceived  by  Mr.  Trotter  on  my  private  account  from  my  salary^  as  trea* 
surer  of  the  navy,  and  other  sources  of  income,  of  which  be  was  in  t))e 
receipt,  nor  do  they  talce  any  notice  of  the  security  of  which  he  was.in 
possession,  for  the  repayment  of  any  balance  at  any  time  due  to  bim 
lirom  my  private  funds. 

*^  With  respect  to  the  sums  of  naval  money  advanced  to  me,  and 
applied  to  other  services,  I  do  not  feel  it  necessary  to  make  any  addi- 
tional observations,  except  to  declare,  that  all  those  sums  were  returned 
to  the  funds  from  which  they  were  taken^  hsiring  in  no  instance  been 
withdrawn  from  it  for  any  purpose  of  private  emolument  or  advantage* 
Before  I  conclude,  1  wish  to  correct  an  inaccuracy  which  I  observe  in 
one  part  of  the  evidence  in  appendix  No.  7>  page  \9^*    The  question 
is  put  to  me,  *  Did  you  derive  any  profit  or  advantage  from  the  use  or 
4^mployment  of  money  issued  for  carr}'ing  on  the  current  service  of 'the 
navy,  between  the  19tfa  of  August  1802,  and  30th  April  1803;  or  be- 
tween the  Ist  February  1784,  and  31st  December  1785,  during  which 
periods  you  held  the  ofBce  of  treasurer  of  the  navy  ^    Which  question 
i  itxbre  answer  by  a  referetice  to  the  answer  given  to  a  similar  question 
pot  to  me  before.    This  answer  is  inaccurate,  in  so  far  as  it  contains 
a  reference  to  Mr.  Trotter's  ux>de  of  blenlling  his  funds  in  his  private 
account  with  Messrs.  Contts.    Mr.  Trotter  was  not  paymaster  till  the 
year  178^.    This  circumstance,  therefore,  relative  to  Mr.  Trotter's 
account,  which  precluded  my  returning  wi  answer  to  your  former 
questions,  does  not  apply  to  the  periods  specified  in  that  mentioned; 
and  (  can  therefore  h^ve  no  difficulty  in  declaring,  that  during  those 
ff riods  I  did  not  derive  any  advantage  from  the  ukc  or  employmant  of 
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public  money  issned  for  carrying  on  the  service  of  the  ni|vy.    Hainng 

stated  these  facts,  it  is  almost  unnecessary  to  add,  tba|  I  am  at  any 

time  ready  to  verify  tliem  upon  my  oath. 

**  1  have  the  honor  to  be,  genUemen, 

«  MELVILLE."   . 

To  this  letter  the  commissioners  returned  the  foIlo^ving  answer. 

"  ()ffice  of  Naval  Inquiry,  Great  Qeorge-ttreeif 

"MtLoro,  ^pn/2,  1S05-    • 

**  We  have  received  your  lordship's  letter  of  the  28th  of  last  months 
by  which  you  intimate  that  we  appear  not  to  have  accurately  under'*' 
stood  the  grounds  on  which  you  declined  answering  our  questions,  and 
submit  to  us  some  observations,  in  order  to  place  those  grounds  ia 
their  just  view,  and  also  express  a  wish,  before  you  conclude,  to  coch 
rect  an  inaccuracy  in  one  part  of  your  evidence,  and  a  readiness  tQ 
verify  by  your  oath  the  facts  stated  in  that  letter. 

'*  If  it  be  the  object  of  this  communication,  that  we  should  again 
TPquire  your  lordship's  attendance,  for  the  purpose  of  being  examined 
touching  these  matters,  and  that  we  should  make  a  Supplemental  Re- 
port upon  the  result  of  that  examination,  and  such  other  examination^ 
as  we  might  thereupon  judge  necessary,  there  can  be  no  disinclination 
0n  our  parts  (as  far  as  we  are  concerned  in  the  proceeding^  to  meet 
your  lordship's  wishes:  but  it  appears  to  us  that  the  inquiry, 
which  is  the  subject  of  the  Tenth  Report,  has  attained  that  period, 
when  it  would  not  become  us  to  adopt  such  a  measure,  merely  upou 
the  suggestion  of  any  one  of  the  parties  to  whose  conduct  that  report 
relates. 

^*  We  were  occupied  several  months  in  investigating  tfie  mode  of  con** 
ducting  the  business  of  the  oOice  of  treasurer  of  the  navy.  Those  who  were 
examined  by  us  liad  the  fullest  opportunity  of  stating  and  eNplaiuing  all 
things  which  related  to  the  management  of  that  department,  or  ta  the 
share  which  they  respectively  had  in  it;  and  of  con  ecting  at  any  time, 
during  the  progress  of  the  inquiry,  any  mistakes  which  might  inadver^ 
tently  have  leen  made.  Our  opinions  and  observations  upon  the  irre- 
gularities and  abuses  which  we  discovered,  were  formed  and  drawn  ^p 
with  the  utmost  care  and  deliberation  ;  and  tliey  are  now  submitted  to 
the  three  branches  of  the  legislature,  as  the  act,  by  which  we  are  ap-< 
pointed,  requires.  If  it  could  be  made  to  appear  upon  a  representa- 
tion to  them,  that  any  thing  has  been  omitted  on  our  part,  tliat.any 
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Itiisanderetanding  of  error  had  occurred, '  and  that  a  furtber  inquiry  19 
adviseable  open  tbese^  or  ainy  other  grounds,  it  would  be  for  them  to 
direct  such  furtber  iiK)uiry,  and  to  decide  by  whom,  and  in  what  man^- 
ner,  it  should  be  prosecilited ;  hut,  in  the  present  circunistanocsi  il 
appears  to  us  that  we  cannot  with  propriety  resume  it. 
**  We  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  lord, 

'*  Yonr  lordship's  most  obedient  humble  servants, 

"  CH.  M.  POLE, 
"  EWAN  LAW, 
"  JOHN  FORD, 
"  H.  NICHOLLS, 
"  W.  MACKWORTH  PRAED." 


On  Bionday,  the  8th  of  April,  the  important  matters  disclased  ia 
the  Tenth  Report  became  the  subject  of  legislative  enquiry.  In  tbtf 
House  of  Commons,  Mr.  Whitbread  rose,  and  said,  that  it  had  origi-i 
nally  been  his  intention  to  move,  that  the  house  should  resolve  itself 
into  a  committee  of  the  whole  house,  to  consider  of  the  variety  of 
matter  contained  in  tlie  Tenth  Report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Naval 
Enquiry;  but  as  this  might  have. been  productive  of  some  difEcukhr^ 
and  as  he  was  determined  that  the  discussion  of  this  important  subject 
should  not  be  allowed  to  evaporate  in  a  dispute  about  the  forms,  but 
be  solely  confined  to  the  substance  of  it ;  he  had  changed  his  purposed 
mock*  of  proceeding,  into.certain  propositions  grounded  upon  that  re** 
port,  which,  before  he  concluded,  he  should  have  the  honour  to  sub-, 
mit  to  the  house.  The  honourable  gentleman  passed  a  high  eulogiuni 
on  the  commUsioners  of  naval  inquiry.  Feeling  every  due  respect  fur 
all  preceding  commissions  of  a  similar  nature,  he  must  be  allowed  to 
say,  that  the  proceedings  of  none  had  been  so  honourable ;  that  the 
laboors  of  none  had  been  so  indefatigable;  and  that  the  result  of  the 
^erlions  of  none  had  been  so  advantttgeous  to  the  public,  as  those  of 
the  present.  The  house  well  knew  that  this  commission  originated  in 
the  board  of  admiralty,  over  which  a  noble  earl  presided;  who,  after 
combating  and  defeating  the  open  enemies  of  his  country  upon  the 
ocean,  retuitied  to  explode  those  mines  of  corruption,  the  existence  of 
which  rendered  useless  the  most  brilliant  victories.  The  commission* 
ers  had  made  various  reports,  all  of  which  contained  matter  highly 
deserving  of  investigation,  but  on  none  of  these  reports  had  any  pro- 
ceedings been  instituted^-  Ihese  commissioners  had  experienced  greater 
difficolty  in  the  execution  of  their  oiFice  than  any  of  their  predecessors^ 
Jiie  sincerely  believed ;  and  thtir  merit  was  therefore  greater.    In  the 


coune  of  ttieir  inqoiries  they  had  met  with  rode  rebaft  lo  the  dUkntA 
offices,  through  the  corruption  of  which  they  waded;  they  had  faetB 
violently  opppsed  by  the  whole  host  of  those  whose  depredations  ofkni 
the  public  they  were  unveiling;  they  had  been  taonted  with  the. ap* 
pellation  of  inqui&itorsy  and  every  possible  meant  had  been  osed,  but 
in  vain,  to  disgust  them  with  iLe  employment  which  they  had  so  no- 
bly Add  disinterestedly  taken  upon  themselves;  and  be  was  as  firmly 
persuaded  that  the  public,  whose  interesU  had  been  so  essentially 
served  by  their  perseverance,  amidst  all  these  obstacles,  woold  not  be 
found  deficient  in  gratitude.    They  had  dragged  into  day  facts  whidi 
had  eluded  the  vigilance  of  all  former  conmiissions ;  and  it  now  only 
remained,  to  endeavour  to  bring  to  justice  the  delinquents  whom  their 
patriotic  labours  had  so  completely  exposed  to  light.     He  was  coo* 
winced  that  be  need  not  descant  on  the  importance  of  thia  subject. 
When  any  person  had  been  incontestably  proved  to  have  flagrantly  vio- 
lated the  law  himself,  and  to  have  connived  at  the  violation  of  it  ia 
others;  when,  in  addition,  he  was  exposed  to  the  itronfeat  suspicion 
of  being  an  accomplice  in  the  guilt,  and  a  participator  iu  Itb^  gftinaof 
such  inferior  culprits;  if  thejiousedid  their  duty,  they  should  at  least 
arraign  and  censure  him ;   and  by  so  doing,  confer  the  greatest  bene^t 
on  their  country.    In^the  present  exhausted  state  of  our  finances*  it 
would  show  the  people  that  the  House  of  Commons  were  determined 
that  the  revenues  should  be  frugally  admmisterod;  that  they  would 
keep  a  watchful  eye  over  those  entrusted  with  the  disposal  of  them  ; 
and  that  no  man,  however  high  his  rank,  or  however  sanctified  by  the 
public  confidence  of  many  years,  should  be  suflfered. -to  infringe  the 
laws  enacted  for  Uieir  regulation,  with  greater  impunity  than  what 
would  attend  the  meanest  depredator  in  existence.    Should  the  house, 
however,  not  come  to  a  decision  on  the  subject ;  or  should  they,  in 
defiance  of  the  clearest  evidence  that  could  possibly  be  adduced  of 
the  guilt  of  an  individual,  agree  to  find  him  -not  guilty,  what  would 
then  be  the  opinion  of  the  people  on  tlieir  conduct  ?    Would  they 
sot  say,  and  say  justly,   *^  it  is  for  the  emoluments  of  your  situa- 
tions that  you  contend  for  them,'  and  for  those  alone;  regardless  of 
justice,  honour,  or  public  virtue,  you  wish  for  the  places  of  those 
who  arc    accused  before  you,  merely  that  you  may  reap  the  same 
iniquitous  advantages :   not  from  the  laudable  ambition  of  serving 
your  country,  but  for  the  base  and  sordid  expectations  of  gainf 
The  houourable  gentleman  here  entered  upon  a  long  and  close  inveali*' 
gation  of  the  Tenth  Report  of  the  commissioners.    It  contained  mat-- 
ter  in  which  Lord  Melvilki  Mr.  Trotter,  Mr.  Wilson,  and  Air.  M«rk 
>  Sprott^ 
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Sprdt,  were  deeply  implicated  i  tome  impatation  of  blame  too  kU 
tached  to  the  Bank  of  England,  who,  according  to  the  evidence  given 
by  one  of  thdr  own  oiBcerSy  had  issued  money  on  the  drafts  of  Mr* 
Trotter  in  an  illegal  and  unjustifiable  manner*  If  he  had  not  been 
^▼ery  much  minnibvned,  the  right  honorable  gentleman  opposite  came 
in  ior  a  share  in  die  delinquency,  for  being  privy  to  the  practice  of 
drawing  the  public  money  illegally  out  of  the  Bank  of  England,  with* 
oot  having  put  a  stop  to  it.  With  Mr.  Trotter  he  should  have  little 
to  do  at  present;  at  a  future  period  he  must  become  the  object  of  a 
distinct  charge.  In  bringing  an  accusation  agains\  Lord  Melville,  he 
was  sensible  he  accused  no  mean  perfon.  The  noble  lord,  during  his 
whole  life,  had  enjoyed  a  great  share  of  the  public  confidence:  for 
near  thirty  years  he  had  aioKist  constantly  occupied  offices,  for  which 
hia  industry  and  his  talents  had  been  Supposed  peculiarly  to  qualify 
him.  During  that  period  be  bad  possessed  more  extensive  patronage 
than  any  man  in  the  kingdom ;  and  of  course  both  in  and  out  of  par- 
liament, he  was  surrounded  by  friends  and  connexions,  who  were,  he 
apprehended,  more  willing  .than  able  to  defend  him  in  his  present  si- 
tuation. When  the  origin  of  that  act  of  parliament,  for  the  violation 
of  which  the  nbble  lord  now  stood  accused,  was  considered,  it  would 
be  found  to  be  attended  with  circumstances  of  peculiar  i^gravation.  At 
the  dose  of  the  American  war,  when  the  country  was  in  the  greatest 
distress,  and  when  that  distress  was  increased  by  the  profusion  which 
existed  in  all  the  departments  of  public  expenditure,  petitions  were 
presented  to  parliament  from  all  parts  of  the  kingdom,  in  consequence 
of  which  certain  resolutions  were  adopted  by  the  House  of  Couimpns, 
en  the  motion  of  Lord  George  Cavendish.  The  honorable  gentleman 
kere  read  the  resolutions  of  the  committee  of  that  period  on  this  8ut>* 
ject  They  gave  it  as  their  opinion,  that  the  FaymasUr  General  of  the 
Army^  and  the  Trtofurtr  of  the  A^avjr,  should  not  be  allowed,  directly 
or  indirectly,  to  use  the  public  money  lying  in  their  bands  for  their 
own  advantage.  They  deprecated  tlie  leaving  of  large  balances  in  the 
bands  of  the  treasurer  of  the  navy ;  and  suggested,  as  essentially  ne-« 
cessary,  to  remedy  Che  grievances  complained  of,  that  for  the  future 
tiie  treasurer  of  the  navy  should  be  merely  an  accountant  to  die  pub* 
lie.  Immediately  after  the  resolutions  had  passed,  a  reform  took 
place'  in  the  Navy-Office.  Tlie  salary  of  the  Treasurer  was  only 
two  thousand  pounds  a  year:  but  then  he  was  permitted  tp 
ciijoy  the  interest  of  the  balances  in  his  hands;  the  salary  was 
augmented  to%four  tliousand  pounds,  and  all  fees,  emoluments,  and 
advantages  derived  from  the  use  of  the  public  money,  were  strictly 
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tebiddieD.  Mr*  Bwrriy  the  then  treasurer,  imfnediatejy  paid  aU  tlie 
balances  in  bis  possession,  into .  the  Bank  of  England :  and  proved, 
that  from  that  period  neither  he,  not  any  one  of  those  under  him,  had 
leceived  any  emolument  whatever  of  that  description.  To  Mr.  Barr^ 
succeeded  Lord  Melville  in  his  first  treasurership.^  Whether  he  kept 
the  publjc  money  in  the  B^iik  of  l!ngland,  in  an  iron  chest,  or  at  hit 
private  banker's,  it  is  impossible  at  this  distance  of  lime  to  say.  In 
the  extraordinary  letter  which  he  sent  the  week  before  last  tp  the  com- 
missioners of  naval  enquiry,  the  noble  lord  declares  he  never  derived 
any  advantages  from  the  use  of  it.  Lord  Bayning  followed,  and  had  made 
a  ^similar  declaration.  On  the  5th  of  January,  1784,  Lord  Melville 
again  became  treasurer  of  the  navy,  wbich  situation  he  retained  until 
the  Jst.  of  June,  1800,  and  it  was  to  this  period  of  sixteen  years  that 
the  honorable  gentleman  intended  to  conliue  his  animad\'er&ious.  In 
1785,  the  right  honorable  gentleman  opposite  to  him  proposed  a  plan 
of  public  retrenchment,  founded  on  the  report  of  the  committee  be- 
fore  mentioned,  in  which  he  held  out  the  most  brilliant  prospecU 
'  to  the  country;  but  unfortunately  he  was  mistaken  as  to  the  character 
of.the  persons  whom  he  had  selected  to  carry  this  plan  into  execution. 
The  noble  lord  had  been  one  of  the  persons,  and  one  too  in  whosa 
praise  the  right  honorable  gentleman  had  been  most  loud.  As  if  he 
had  .been  bclicitous  to  place  .himself  apparently  iu  the  van  of  reformers, 
that  be  might  with  more  facility  suppress  all  reform,  the  noble  lord 
.himself  introduced  the  bill  for  regulating  the  oflicoof  treasurer  of  the 
navy.  The  bill  passed  into  a  law,  the  language  of  which  was  so  clear 
and  determinate,  that  he  would  defy  the  most  dexterous  lawyer  in  the 
profession  to  torture  the  letter  of  it  into  any  construction  foreign  to 
the  obvious  one.  The  preamble  of  the  act  stated  it  to  be  founded  on 
the  report  of  the  committee,  and  intended  to  render  the  treasure^of 
the  navy  an  accountant  instead  of  a  banker;  by  which  means  neither 
he,  nor  any  of  those  under  him,  woold  incur  the  temptation  of  ha- 
aarding  the  public  money  iu  unsafe  speculations.  There  was  one  pro- 
vision in  the  act,  the  operation  of  which  was  to  commence  on  the  1st 
•f  July,  1785,  to  which  he  wished  particularly  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  house. — It  was  therein  directed,  that  on  that  day  all  the  public 
money  in  the  possession  of  the  treasurer  of  the  navy  should  be 
deposited  in  the  Bank  of  England,  and  that  from  that  day  no  ^^^rt  of 
it  should  be  issued  from  the  Bank  but  on  drafts,  specifying  the  service 
for  which  it  was  intended.  Lord  Melville,  however,  on  his  own  solo 
authority  postponed  m.iking  this  deposit  until  tlie  1st  of  January,  17S5, 
Why  ?  Because  for^ooth^  the  an  angcincuts  in  his  olTice  could  not  be 
,         *  '•  completed 
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icomphied  before  the  tioae !  What,  not  in  six  mottth^!  The^fid»ty 
of  ibe  cause  thus  assigned  for  this  shameful  delay  was  evident,  and  im* 
felled  us  to  search  for  the  true  one.  On  the  3i8t  December,  17M# 
t^  balance  of  the  public  money  in  Lord  Melville's  hands  did  not 
much  exoeed  70,0001..  He  was  directed  by  act  of  parliament  to 
traosfer  this  sum  to  the  Bank  of  England  on  the  1st  of  July,  1785: 
bat  on  the  31st  of  December,  1785,  he  had  not  done  so,  and  the  ba- 
lanoe  then  amounted  to  above  1 13,0001.  being  an  increase  of  43  OOOl* 
Ko  proof  could  be  established ;  but  the ,  fair  inference  to  be  drawn 
from  this  delay  undqubtedly  was,  that  Lord  Melville  had  withheld  the 
public  money  from  its  proper  destination  for  the  purpose  of  his  own 
private  emolument.  This  transaction  was  comprehended  in  what  he 
would  call  the  first'part  of  Lord  Melville's  second  treasurer  Jiip.  In 
the  second  part  arose  the  £Eu:ts  which  fqrmed  the  basis  of  the  charges 
•gainst  the  noble  lord.  He  would  sUte  them  under  three  distinct 
heads.-T-The^r«^  was,  that'uuder  his  own  authority,  without  the  con- 
tent of  parliament,  and  even  in  direct  violation  of  the  act  of  parlia* 
meat,  he  had  diverted  to  other  public  services  the  money  appropriated 
by  law  to  the  naval  department.  Steondly^  that  he  had  connived  at  a 
system  of  peculation  in  an  individual,  who  will  hereafter  be  respon* 
mble  for  his  own  conduct,  but  for  whom  Lord  Melville  is  now  respon- 

^sible.  To  th^  two  charges  he  would  confine  the  propositions  which, 
ha  meant  to  submit  to  the  House  to*night;  but,  unless  what  had  been 

.  aaid could  be  unsaid,  and  what  had  been  done,  undone;  there  exbted 
but  top  clear  a  proof  that  Lord  Melville  had  participated  in  the  frau- 
ddoit  profits  of  his  agent— Should  the  House  agree  to  his  present 
motion,  he  pledged  himself  to  prosecute  this  part  of  the  subject  still 
further.  To  the  honor  of  men  who  have  held  high  official  situations 
in  this  country,  it  must  be  said,  that  a  charge  of  a  similar  nature  has 
xiot  been  brought  for  many  years.  The  last  exhibited  was  by  Lord 
Idelville  himself  against  a  gentleman  who  filled  an  important  office 
abfoad.  Sir  T.  ftumbold.  In  a  case  like  the  present  hp  did  not  con^ 
ceive  that  there  existed  any  necessity  for  a  precedent ;  but  if  there  did, 
be  shouid  be  unwilling  to  follow  that  just  mentioned,  as  he  thought 
too  much  severity  had  been  shewn  in  the  proceedings.  His  intention 
was  to  move  certain  resolutiobs,  grounded  on  the  report  of  this  comr 
niissioners,  and  coupled  t^ith  resolutions  of  censure  id  the  conduct  of 
the  noble  lord.  The  House  would  afterwards  have  to  consider  lit 
what  way  to  proceed.  It  was  highly  material  to  consider  the  nature 
of  the  evidence  that  had  been  adduced.  In  the  fiht  plaCe,  the  com^ 
aissioners  discovered  that,  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  Uw,  certam 
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eiK>nnoQ8  ^eficieocies  existed  io  the  department  of  treastirer  oriAe  navyf 
amouadog  at  ao  average  to  about  4S  or  44|000i.  a  year,  (whether'*  | 
little  less  or  a  little  rn^re  was  immateriidy  it  was  not  tiie  som,  but  tie 
infraction  of  the  law  that  rendered  the  transaction  culpable.)    <)o 
that  foundation  the  commissioners  raised  their  tDvesdgatioo.     He 
shbuM  have  frequent  occasion  to  name  Mr.  Trotter  in  the  course  of 
his  speech :  he  woald  therefore  observe  here,  that  what  applied  to  Mr. 
Trotter  did  not  iipply  to  him  alone ;  Mr.  Trotter  and  Lord  Melvills 
were  one  and  the  same.     It  was  but  too  clear  that  Mr.  Trotter,  hav- 
ing such  a  principal  as  lord  Melville,  his  lordship  could  not  want 
such  a  second  as  Mr.  Trotter.     Uavin^  referred  to,  and  read  a  part 
of  tb^  report  of  the  commissiQiiers,  describing  the  nature  of  Uie 
*ofticeof  treasurer  of  the  navy,  be  observed,  that  in  order  to  shpw 
the  ^tuatloti  of  aggravated  dejipquency    in  which  Lord    Melville 
stood,   it  was  necessitry   to  state,  Uiai  the^  office  pf  treasurer  pf 
the  navy,  subseqiient  to  the  act  of  parliament  in  1785,    was  ris- 
gulated  by  an  order  of  council,  on  the  motion  of  Lord  Melville 
hiui^cir,  drawn  up  by  him^  and  presented  to  the  king.    This  ws» 
*on  tho  i/|.Iv  of  Au^g^t,   1785..    Tlie  honourable  njember'read  tSc 
order  ^l  couneU,  ^t^ting  ti^t  the  trefisttier  of  the  navy  had  submit- 
ted'to  bis  Majesty  a  plan  fpr  r^tflating  the  office,  and  carryigg  the  act 
into  eflect,  particularly  with  respect  to  tbe  salary  of  the  paymaster; 
that  bis  Majesty  Ivad  ts^en  the  same  into  his  roy^l  consideration,  had 
Ix^ep  pleased  to  approve  of  it,  and  had' given  directions  for  carr3ringit 
into  effect.     There  werp  |wp  stages  qi  aggravati9niti  the  conduptSAn 
of  the  iK>ble  Iprd :  ^rst,  bis  bringing  in  an  act  of  parliament,  which 
be  bad  afterwards  violated ;  and*  secondly,  submitting  it  as  a  mockery 
to  the  king ;  and  f^o^l  that  time  tp  the  present  moment,  never  attend- 
ing^ ^  the  ac;  of  parliament,  or  lo  the  order  of  counciY,^ih  any  dfte  wiiy 
\vU;itev^r.    The  first  vipl^tiop  of  the  act,  and  of  the  erder  of  eouncilr 
wi|s  by  tljiPie  deSeieopieSr  the  existence  pf  which  had  been  proved.*— 
Mr*  '4'rptt^r,  as  p^mai^ter,  had  b^en  called  upon  to  explain  why  such 
dcficiepcic^  biid  been  sufiered  to  exist.    On  this  p^rt  of  the  subject  he 
de^fcd  t^  f«y  a  few  words,  as  |athe  evidence  ^veu  by  Mr.  Trotter  and 
the  o^H^r  p«r^Q99  mentioned  in  the  repprt:  some  of  them  had  un- 
doubliMily  (^v^il  ve^y  fair  #od  hpnpurabla  te^iipeay^  which,  as  |ar  as 
il  r^y&^  Jbp  to^tQi  thi^y  wished  t9  cpjiceal,  was  (istal  tp  tVem ;  imd  as  it 
xAmA  to/4!CV9  ftVlprt^  frpip  theni^  w^s  equally /atal^  because  it  was 
given  MB4orrircoQifit9ti>ces  which  attached  tp  it  the  Wrongest  degseeof 
cr^iivlitj'9  Ctf>d  WiU^t  be  t^ken  to  be  completely  trae.    He  had  heard 
t(  t^ds  tb«t  this  report  was  ibunded,  on  ex  parte  evidence.    lie  denied 
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Ibtft'SSiettiOB^  If  the  &cts  alledged  were  not  trae,  could  hot  the  p^- 
•oo^  examined  have  answered  "  No"  to  the  questions  put  to  thern.— ; 
\youId  they  not  bave  said.  **  No,  upon  my  oath,  no."  Tbey  were  ex- 
ivmined  to  the  facts^  and  tbey  sheltered  themselves  under  the  clause  of 
the  act  of  parliaraeat,  which  he  thought  the  coaunissipners  ought  not 
to  have  allowed  ihem  to  have  availed  themselves  of;  but  their  having 
screened  themselves  under  the  terms  of  such  a  clause,  formed  the  clear- 
t9t  evidence  of  their  guilt.  ^Ic.  Trotter  had  been  called  upon  to  ac- 
oouat  for  his  deficiencies :  first,  he  had  said  he  did  not  know  to  what 
cause  to  attribute  them;  then  he  admitted  he  did  know,  and*  that  they 

arose  out  of  the  public  money  having  been  applied  contrary  to  act  of 
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parliament.  The  act  of  parliament  had  been  violated,  by  the  public 
■Booey  having  been  taken  out  of  tbe  Bank,  and  lodg^ed  in  the  hbuse  of 
a  prW^  banjker,  where  Mr.  Trotter  insisted  it.  became  his  private 
moxify*  and  he  had  arraigned  the  commissioners  fpr  presuming  to  exa- 
mine iuto  bis  private  accounts.  This  was  not  only  foolish,  but  dan« 
l^rous  conduct ;  for  he  had  committed  himself  by  it,  even  more  than 
bis  principaL  On  his  first  examination,  be  bad  denied  knowing  any 
tbiiig  of  the  deficiencies ;  but  soon  after  be  began  to  find  them  out» 
and  that  tbey  arose  from  his  having  taken  the  money  to  bis  private 
banker^s,  and  advanced  it  to  Lord  Melville  for  othef  services;  a  cir- 
cumstance which  he  pretended  he  did  not  know,  till  Mr.  Long,  an  ho« 
noufable  member,  bad  repaid  him  some  of  the  sums  so  advanced.-— 
He  was  really  surpnsed  Mr.  Long  had  not  been  examined  on  the  sub- 
J0ctr  and  that  the  commissioners  had  not  called  upon  him  for  some  in- 
Jbmatioa ;  but,  though  they  had  neglected  to  do  so,  it  was  ailerwards 
coofiissedt  in  a  letter  from  Lord  ^lelville,  that  tbe  public  money  had 
so  improperly  applied.  A  precept  had  been  issued  by  the  com* 
requiring  his  lordship  to  account  for  the  deficiency,  and  the 
Ht^ticatioft  of  tbe  money  to  other  services.  Tbe  answer  was  most  exr 
fraoftlinafy^  but  it  wag  of  a  piece  with  another  letter  written  by  bis. 
lofdtfhip  at  the  oonclusioo  of  this  business,  and  was  certainly  not  of.  a 
tetore  lo  ifdpi«ss  any  man  with  an  idea  of  the  innocence  of  Lord 
MeVviUe,  Hefe  the  boaouvable  Member  read  tbe  letter  from  his 
lordshjipf  dated  Wimbledon,  June  30,  18Cf4,  stating,  that  it  was  impos* 
sibte  for  hil  lordship  to  fornish  the  commissioners  with  the  account 
they  asked;  as  he  had  bee&in  the  habit  of  assorting  his  papers,  and 
deslrayjDg  those  that  were  useless.  Now,  a  man  coming  before  tbe 
public  with  such  an  assertion,  that  because  be  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
anorting  his  ;»peF8,  he  had  not  any  document  to  make  out  the  ac* 
const  required  of.iiim,  was  alt^g^sther  unworthy  of  belief.    Could  he 
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neif  even  from  his  memory,  have  furnished  ao  Recount  of  what  he  had 
•dvaoced  ?  It  was  impossible  for  a  man  of  his  lorddhi|/s  talents,  and 
«o  much  in  the  habit  of  r^ollecting  past  circumstances,  not  to  be  able 
as  ^ve  some  account  of  his  balance.  But  it  was  a  serious  charge 
against  him,  that  he  had  destroyed  his  vouchers.  He  maintained  t)i«y 
were  the  property  of  the  public,  and  it  was  consequently  a  high  misde* 
meanor  in  the  noble  lord  to  destroy  those  papers,  fof  want  of  which 
the  public  could  not  obtain  the  inforrflation  that  was  necessary.  .He 
would  ask,  what  had  been  the  opinion  of  commissioners  in  I7d3,  as 
to  the  consequence  of  destroying  papers  i — Their  endeavours  in  ob- 
taining information  had  been  frustrate.  Tb^  stated  in  their  report, 
that  it  had  been  customary  for  the  paymaster  to  take  his  accounts  with 
him  oo\  of  the  office— the  committee  were  of  opinion,  that  they  should 
be  left  for  the  use  of  government  and  posterity  ;  and  therefore  Lord 
Mdville  was  highly  reprehensible  in  suffering  those  papers  to  be  taken 
from  the  Navy  Pay- Office.  But  the  noble  lord  had  said  Airther,  that 
he  could  not  give  the  commissioners  the  account  tbey  requiredt 
because,  during  a  great  part  of  the  time  he  was  treasurer  of 
the  navy,  he  held  other  very  confidential  situations  under  govern* 
ment,  and  was  intimately  connected  with  others.  Undoubtedly 
he  was  connected  with  others.  He  was  at  one  time  Seorttaryof  War^ 
Secrttary  of  Statt^  President  of  the  Board  (fContrauly  axid  Treasurer  rf 
the  iiaoy !  He  observes,  tliat  several  *^  delicate  and  confidentiaF* 
transactions  had  occured,  which  it  was  noc  consistent  with  his  duty  to 
reveal :  his  sense  of  duty  shquld  have  restrained  him,  not  from  reveal^ 
ing  these  acts,  but  fVdm  committing  them.  The  noble  lord  had  held 
tiie  situation  of  treasurer  of  the  navy  at  a  period  most  critica],  whetf 
there  were  hardly  sufficient  means  to  pay  the  fleet  that  was  defending 
our  shores—yet  bad  be,  in  contempt  of  the  danger,  ventured  to  turn* 
the  money  to  other  serviced.  The  next  article  of  charge  b,  his  having 
connived  at  the  public  money  being  drawn  from  the  Bank  of  £ogland 
ibr  private  emolument,  and  thus  having  allowed  an  infraction  of  the 
law  for  which  he  is  deeply  responsible.  Mr.  Trotter  confoftset  he  did 
lodg^  large  sums  of  money  at  Coutts's  %  because,  he  says,  it  was  more 
convenient,  and  more  secure;  and,  notwithstanding  all  the  acta  of 
|iarliament  which  expressly  contradict  his  opinion,  he  thinks  it  waa  al-^ 
ways  intended  that  this  should  be  permitted.  That  such  a  man  aa 
Mr.  Trotter  should  make  so  weak,  so  absurd  a  defence,  was  not  aur^^ 
pricing;  hut  that  Lord  Melville  should  imitate  him,  was  really  won* 
derful.  After  having  himself  introduced  the  acts,  and  the  regulation 
t>efore  alluded  to,  bow  was  it  possible  that  the  noble  lord  could  Hav^ 
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Ae^iioe  tt^aay,  that  in  a  private  banker's  hands  the  puMfc  tDttmej  was 
ibore  convenient  or  more  secure  f  It  is  much  easier,  he  says,  to  give  a 
^!raft  on  a  private  banker,  than  on  the  Dank  of  England.  -Why  I  Isnot 
one  as  valid,  and  attended  with  as  little  difBcolty  as  the  other?  As  to 
eecuriiy ;  it  was  a  most  extraordinary  plan  to  seek  security  by  gaing 
6rom  a  place  where  alone  security  could  be  found.  If  the  Bank  of 
England  had  Exiled,  no  responsiUtity  would  have  been  incurred  by 
Xord  MelviUe,  because  he  was  justified  in  placing^the  publk  w^trny 
there ;  but  the  moment  he  went  even  to  themost  respectable  private, 
banker^s,  his  req>onhibiHty  commenced.  Eventi  might  happen,  not 
possible  to  be  anticipated;  the  money  might  be  losti  and  then  Lord 
Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter  would  be  overwhelmed  with  desU^ictKm. 
After  all^  however,  the  monqr  had  not  been  lyingatCouttfs;  it  had 
htetL  employed  in  discounting  private  ImIIs,  and  in  speculating  in  the 
iutds.  The  house  would  be  appalled  when  they  reflected  on  the  ex*- 
tent  ef  the  trust  reposed  by  Lord  Melville  in  Mr.  Trotter.  In  tho 
,  <^rse  of.Mr.- Trotter's  continuance  in  office.  Lord  Melville  states, 
that  one  hundred  and  thirty  millions  of  the  public  money  had  passed 
through  his  hands.  It  had  been  proved,  that,  of  this  sum, .fifteen  mil- 
lions had  at  difierent  times  been  placed  at  a  banker'&^That  Lord 
Melville  should  have  suffered  this  man  to  go  on  in  such  a  manner,  waa 
of  itself  enough  on  whkdi  to  rest  his  accusation.  It  was  in&mous  that 
the  pittance  wrong  from  the  necessities  of  the  poor,  rix>uld  be  sported 
with  in  the  ha$tardous  game  of  stock-jobbing.  The  only  defence  that 
liord*  Melville  coold  have  set  up  (if  any  thing  he  could  say  on  the  sub* 
jeot  deserved  the  name  of  a  defence),  was,  that  he  had  ii^uired  into 
the  accounts  kad  proceedings  of  Mr.  Trotter,  and  was  satisfied  with 
-their  regularity  ;  but  no,  he  knew  nothing,  he  had  examined  into  no* 
thing.  The  sums  with  which  Mr,  Trotter  speculated  in  tile  Funds 
w«re  enormous,  even  by  his  own  book,  which  of  course  would  not  con- 
tain  a  tenth  piirt  of  them.  Ml:.  M4rk  Sprott,  wlio,  by-the-bye,  ought 
.to  have  been  compelled  to  answer  all  the  questions  of  the  commis- 
sioners, purchased  for  him  in  one  day  above  300,0001.  Another  bro- 
ker transferred  above  Si^OOOl,  Was  this  for  the  sake  of  security  f-^ 
{sord  Melville  acknowledges  in  his  evidence,  that  he  knew  all  this  i  and 
yet  when  Mr.  Trotter  denied  having  made  any  use  of  the  public  money* 
he  never  eauie  forward,  as  he  ought  to  have  done,  and  exposed  the 
&]sebood  of  his  paymasters  a  falsehood*  indeed,  that  might  bave  re- 
mained nodetected  to  this  day*  but  for  the  praiseworthy  vigilance  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Naval  Inquiry.     If  there .  were  any  who  yet 
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jHiUie  te  wookl  proceed  to*  advnpe  sliU  opce  p>xliriBeiag  {Mpft  ^ 
tfieir  coUuaioo*    In  the  first  place^  t|e  lurge  sumsf  of  money  paid  iQ 
tbo  aficaunt  jof  Mr.  DuDdu,  and  which  it  wimldl^e  diffiq.vH  to  e«p}a^ 
^maiyy  oU>eF  maimers  and  then  that  cartam^oomploxiofOk  which  leemcrf 
to  pervade  the  wh^la  of  the  speculation.*    They  were  all  liicky ;  thie^ 
'  irae  a  iiioel  s<ilpickK»  circtupstaqce,  and  indicated  Viory  i^tDqngfy  that, 
an  uBderttaftding  exieted  between  them  to  whicji  ^j(r•  Tifottev  was  fre«: 
iptesdy  indebted  for  secret  ^^teUigence.    Mot  to  inention  iigain  tlie^ 
pmala  agitficg?  oS  Mr.  TvoUar^  or  the  destructioi^  of  Lord  Melvilk'a 
p^fevBf  it  ntisl  be  aedoUeeM,  that  in  the  comae  of  a  fe^  ^ears  up*, 
ilafdi  of  ODia  huadied  aad  iHic.lhouiaad.  petta4ih^.U4|i>  paid  into 
Ce««tira»  ia  the  aalMa  of  the  Wgjit  HoBr  Heavy  PnndMf  Henry  DiMw* 
daa^a«d  lit«  Dundae  3  libwr  wWUber  ibeaa  wera^l  oaaafid  tbe  saAt 
yersoil,  did  apt  eeea»  ^ery  doiiU£^lt    All^iai;,  thefcfere^  tiNit  the 
whole  anouM^  of  Lonl  MeWiAle^  Bala«y  for  that,  space  of  titne  ]^^ 
been  jieid  into  0>\MfSf  it^Mwdd  b4ve  boNie  but  a  saiaU  prnportm 
XQ  audi  a  etiaii  is  eoe  iiundtod  and  tia  tboueand  paand^    Xu  Tralter 
ilaa  tbe  ttwei  i«|NM»per  persoo  that  i^cd  Metvttte  catiU  bavre  selected: 
in  the  whole  kingdetti  for  his  egeat.    Whftt!  tiAe  Ua^^sg^iitasley  hie 
TfmdU  fiut  I  Te^y0  auais  of  moncQp  £roni  that  agsft t  itt.  advaaci^  a«d 
Ibea  taU  the  contoMssseiierfr  that  be  raatty  did.  iMt  kaotr  w]Mther  ei|cl^ 
adtvnee  mmt  from  the  public  ov  from  a  private  fopd,    let  an  taqnirs^  a 
UtOe  into  the  bi stoyy  of  tbis  hir«  Tfotler.    Wbe»  Lord  MelviUe  irsl 
becanae  trea^arar  of  the  aa^y»  he  was  *  ckik  ii»  the  Ps^Offce;  ha 
was  a  aaan  of  tutenMy  good  ceoaexiaas,  bet  by  no  meaaa  ikbw^tosd' 
Melville  makci^  bia^  his  paymsaterr  oad  sooit  efter  (blio#hig  bie-p&- . 
"vtrty)  bOTRMva eensidargUe  smntf of  iMney  te«>  bim«    Wby^  bcwiiiti 
liwai^  that  it  was  the  poUic  nMney  ffom  wbich^  these  advances  ^wom! 
laade.    bbr^Troilsr  ba^iiboeber  «Mtieyioleiid»    WbeBSff..Trotier 
is  ashed  wbeibtr  or  aot  be  evtr  derhtd  any  advantage  ftoot  the  asrel 
the  pabkc  fln6ci6y>  be  rq^UiSr  '^  I  ^^^t  tell  you,"    WhatwaaMr; 
Tieraey's  answer  to  a  siarilar  question  ?^^  No/'    Mr.  Bstdrat^eK**- 
<*  No.''    Loid  Hanf€h»by's?-^*  Ne^."    B«it  when  iit  came  to  Los^ 
Melville^  Che  soaia  reiait  cboHisAv  k  p^  '^  I  wmift  <sU  you."**-*-*- 
Mr.  Wiiieer  toe  mtis  e^^nally  caduim  ir  but  be  ought  to  have  been  com- 
piled to  speak.    He  bad  no  de^abt  been  inflneqced  to  silenda  by  the 
threads  and  prooiisee  of  bts  superibcew    VQien  Lofd  Mel viUo  givealiia 
evidence  to  the  tiomai^ieners)  one  sbeeM  hnvnthon^t  that  be  woekl 
have  come  fortified  by  Ifae  destnuttion  of  bb  papevSv  ferliAed  by  n  pve* 
vioDs  boewlsdge  of  the  ^eslions  tiM  in  ait  probability  wouMbe  p«t 
to  him.    Bntiidien  be  is  feqaeeted  10  aoeftunt  te  tbe  ddftdencids^  witlr 
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#fe%itt8e  oPi^felr  tibe  titliBtirer  of  4he  navy  ottgfat  ccrtaixiljr  to  be  tr^ 
>icqutinted»  lie  ^iY«s  a  long  eqnWoeal  anstrery  and  refers  them  to  Mi. 
Yrotterfof  itiibrtaation  oo  tbe  ttfbject.  But  did  Mr.  Trotter  a^rd  ihh 
information  !*»*0,  ik>  !  VThfeh  be  came  to  Lord  Melville's  affairs,  Kb 
•lapped  Aott  at  bnce,  aod  wisely lield  Us  tongue.  Could  Iherebe  a 
Mfonger  proof  tttaintbisof  their  participation  in  goift  >-^Aftd  yet  Lott 
Iff iMlle  prtftends  that  it  was  ohiy  fn  June  iast  that  he  bflcame  acquaint 
ed  with  the  way  ia  which  Mr.  Trotter  used  the  ptiWic  money.  liortl 
Melville  was  by  no  means  remaiicable  fbr  the  weakness  of  iiis  memdryy 
perhaps  rather  the  reverse :  In^  when  asiced,  .if  he  bad  derived  any 
advantage  from  th^  public  money,  he  replies,  ^  not- to  the  best  of m^ 
recOlieetion.''  Tlie  honourable  gentleihaii  rfud4^'t<y  this  case  of  Mt. 
felticoe,  find  contended,  that  it  was  an  additional  (>rOof  of  1!/)rd'Me^> 
vlH^a  sfaaiing  in  the  spoil  of  the  public,  as  he  hftdibrbome  to  presk 
the  pay  meat,  of  Mr.  JeUicoe's  balance,  apprehensive,  luy  doubt,  df 
making  him  aii  enemy.  These  suspicions  were  much  conflmled  b^ 
•  Lord  MelviUe's  last  tetter  to  the  commissiotMts,  aa^exlraordiaaiy  pro^ 
«  duction,  and.  produced  at  an  extraordinary  period,  four  montihs  afMr 
tbe  delivery  of  his  ilrst  statement,  and  on  the  leVe  of  the  present  dis* 
cussioo.  In  Che  outset  of  this  letter  he  thidcs  it  necefssafy  to  re-stat^ 
tbe  grounds  of  his  former  answers,  with  whiA  thb  commissioners  wefi 
suAclentfy  acquainted.  Me  proceeds,  and  again  compluns  of  his  wani 
of  recollection.  He  then  asserts,  that  hie  never,  *'  icnowingty,^  de* 
fived  any  advantage  from  the  public  money,  either  directly  or  indi^. 
tectly^  ttiroug^  the  medium  of  Mr.  Trotter ;  tlrnt  is,  he  borrowed 
money  from  a  man,  who,  when  he  first  knew  him,  was  Wotth  nothings 
and  >ho8e  last  dividend  exceeded  eleven  thousand  pounds,  and  y^ 
did  not  '*  kpow**  that  such  loans  must  have  come  Out  of  the  pubtit^ 
purse.  The  destruction  of  Lord  Melville's  private  papers  was  a  most 
auspicious  circumstance,  especially  when  corroborated  by  that  of 'Mr*. 
Trotter's  Mg^r,  in  which  the  accounts  of  all  his  empl6yers  and  con^- 
fiexioog  must  have  shared  the  same  fate.  But  when  to  these  wefe  add» 
ed  ^heloss  of  Mr.  Jellicoe^s  writings,  it  was  impossible  not'to  feel  com* 
piete  conviction  of  Lord  Melville's  guilt.  Having  dwelt  for  aofilw 
time  on  this  topic,  the  honoiirdble  gentleman  proeeedad  to  eommeaC 
on  his  lordship's  (letter,  and  contended  that  it  left  him  precisely  in  tl# 
same  situation  in  which  he  was  placed  by  the  report.  There  wer^ 
many  points  which  he  had  left  untouched,  f^om  to  apprdiension  oimtt 
haustiog  the  patience  of,  the  house.  If,  by  ^ematmer  ia^kidilM 
had  conducted  himself  on  this  occasion,  he  had  departed  from  that 
moderition  with  which  he  proposed  to  regulate  himself^  it  was  matter 


of  siiieere  regret  to  fatm.  But  he  tnisted*tfae  house  wouM  act  in  a  aidf^ 
ner  cobsistimt  with  its  cKgnity  in  dUppsing  of  this  question.  Not  onljr 
the  character  of  parliameDtt  ^but  of  eterj  iodividual  meiaber  of  the 
liouse  was  concernedw  4t  :iras  due  to  thecouotiy  to  proye^  that  no 
mm  in  powei:*  no  penoo:  liigh  in  offica,  or  placed  »  a  situation  oC 
trust  or  responsibthty,  couM.'wich  impunity  violate  the  law,  or  prove 
unfaithful  to  their  duty.  He  faad^  nOi  wish  to  wound  the  feeliogii  of 
«ny  gentleman,  biit  he  was  confidently  skould  obtain  the  support  of 
every  mesmber  in  the  hbuse,  ;fexcept  the  t^l^Vie^  of  the  noble  lordi  who 
could  not  be  expected  to  vote  for  his  propoffUiofi^^  He  could  not  coor 
ceive  it  possible  for  any  other  description  of  p^c^ons  to  oppose  them« 
The  country  gentlemeni  ever  distinguished  gur^rdians  of  the  public 
money,  could  not  lend  their  assistance  to  shelter  from  the  vengeance 
of  tlie  house,  any  persons  guilty  of  great  malversation  in  the  manage- 
ioent  of  the  public  money.  Neither  would  those  honourable  and  dis^ 
tinguj^ed  pfBcers  of  the  army  and  navy,  who  were  members  of  that 
Jbottse,  gij^^  any  encouragement  to  transactions  inconsistent  with  the 
noble  sientiinent  of  honour  with  which  they  were  animated.  Th^ 
would  be  the  first  to  stigmatise  a  flagrant  violation  of  the  law.  He 
ci^led  upon  the  house  to  recollect,  before  they  should  come  to  the 
^oto,  the  circumstances  under  which  tlie  offences  he  charged  had  beea 
committed.  He  called  upo^  them  to  contemplate  the  magnitude  of 
ihe  taxation  with  which  the  country  was  burthened:  he  wished  the 
}iouse  to  consider  the  situation  in  which  the  country  now  stood.  From 
various  circumstmices  of  peculiar  hardship,  nay,  the  grievances  that 
had  already  occurred,  the  more  opulent  were  obliged  to  part  with  their 
•uperfluities  in  order  to  contribute  to  the  support  of  the  indigent  and 
the  poor,  and  to  carry  on  the  war  in  which  we  were  engaged*  Every 
class  of  the  community  was  straggling ;  the  means  of  the  poor  la- 
bourer were  extorted ;  for  at  eyesy  meal  he  took  he  suffered  from  that 
most  grievous  system  of  taxation  which  now  eiysted,  every  object 
being  taxed  which  could  sfibrd  a  single  farthing.  We  had  been  told 
that  such  exactions  were  absolutely  necessary  for  the  present  eircum^ 
ataacea  of  the  country ;  but  what  situation  were  we  to  b^  placed  in^ 
could  we  not  prove  that  a  proper  use  bad  been  made  of  the  money  9& 
eellKted  I  It  was  alone  by  the  punishment  of  such  delinquents  that 
the  House  could  ppove  to  the  public  that  they  attended  in  every  parti*, 
isular  to  their  interests.  The  honourable  member  concluded  wttJi  read* 
ll^  his  icsolmioQS,  in  substance  as  follow  >- 

I.  that 
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1.  **  That  the  Flouse  of  Coramons,  in  the  year  17S2,  came  to  cer* 
tata  regulations  respecting  the  Treasurt^r  of  the  Navy,  prohibiting  him 
from  keeping  any  balances  of  public  monies  in  his  hands,  and  fix- 
iQg  a  permanent  and  increased  salary  in  lieu  of  fees  and  emoluments. 
Likewise  prohibiting  any  Paymaster  or  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  from 
making  use  of  the  public  money,  or  directly,  or  indirectly  applying 
the  same  to  his  own  personal  advantage  or  private  emolument :  and- 
further,  that  the  House  was  of  opinion,  that  the  Naval  Commis- 
sioners had  acted  with  honor  to  themselves,  with  benefit  to  the  com- 
munity, and  in  a  way  calculated  to  ensure  the  prosperity  of  the  king* 
dom. 

2.  "  That  in  the  month  of  June  1782,  the  salary  of  the  Treasurer 
of  the  Navy  was  increased  to  4>000l.  per  annum.     . 

3.  "  That  the  resolutions  above  recited  were  strictly  complied  with 
by  Mr.  Barre,  who,  it  appeared,  had  not  deri\ed  any  emolument  or 
advantage  from  tlje  public  money  ;  neither  had  Mr.  Douglas,  the  Sub- 
accountant. 

4.  "ITuit  on  the  Iptli  of  August  1782,  Mr.  Henry  Dundas  suc- 
ceeded to  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  with  a  fresh  increase  of 
salary. 

5.  "  That  he  continued  in  office  till  1783,  and  that  on  being  asked 
By  the  Naval  Commissioners,  Whether  during  that  time  he  had  made 
use  of  the  public  money  for  purposes  of  private  emolument  ?  he  had 
declined  to  answer  the  question,  but  in  a  letter  subsequently  written 
he  had  stated,  that  he  did  not  derive  any  personal  advantage  from  the. 
public  money. 

6.  '^  That  Lord  Bayningheld  the  office  after  that  period,  and  did. 
oot  apply  the  public  money  to  private  advantage. 

7.  '^  That  on  the  5th  January,  l784,  Mr.  Henry  Dundas  again  came* 
into  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  tho  Navy, 

8.  "  That  in  1785,  an  Act  passed,,  regulating  the  sums  of  money . 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  tliat  the  same  l^e 
lodged  in  the  Bank  of  England,  &c. 

9.  '*  That  the  execution  of  the  said  act  (the  act  of  1785,  for  better 
regulating  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,)  was  postponed  till  the 
month  of  January,  1786,  and  that  from  that  time  till  the  month  of 
June  1 800,  when  Lord  Melville  left  the  office  of  Treasurer,  contrary  to 
the  practice  established  in  the  trea^urership  of  the  Right  Honorable 
Isaac  Barr^,  contrary  to  the  resolutions  of  the  House  of  Commons  oi 
the  l&th  of  June,  178^,  and  in  defiance  of  the  above-mentioned  act 
of  the  25th  George  in,  chap.  31,  large  sum?  of  money  were,  under 
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pretence  of  naval  services,  and  in  scandalous  evasion  of  the  act,  at 
various  times  drawn  from  the  Bank,  and  invested  in  Exchequer  anri 
Navy  Bills,  'lent  upon  the  security  of  stock,  employed  in  discounting 
private  bills,  in  purchasing  Bank  and  East  India  stock,  and  used  in 
various  ways  for  the  purposes  of  private  emolument. 

10.  "  That  Alexander  Trotter,  Esq.  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy, 
was  the  person  by  whom,  and  in  whose  name  tl)e  public  money  was 
thus  employed ;  and  that  in  so  doing  he  acted  with  the  knowledge  and 
consent  of  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  to  whom  he  was  at  the  same  time 
private  agent,  and  for  whose  use  or  benefit  he  occasionally  laid  out 
from  10  to  20,0001.  without  considering  whether  he  was  previously  in 
advance  to  his  lordship,  and  whether  such  advances  were  made  from 
his  public  or  private  balances. 

11.  "That  the  Right  Honorable  Lord  Viscount  Melville  having 
been  privy  to,  and  connived  at  the  withdrawing  from  the  Bank  of  Eng* 
land,  for  purposes  of  private  interest  or  emolument,  sums  issued  to 
him  as  treasurer  of  the  navy,  and  placed  to  his  account  in  the  Bank, 
according  to  the  provisions  of  the  2dth  George  111.  chap.  31,  has 
been  guilty  of  a  gross  violation  of  the  law,  and  a  high  breach  of 
duty. 

12.  '^  That  it  further  appears,  that  subsequent  to  the  appointment 
of  Lord  Melville  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  in  J  784,  and  during  the 
time  he  held  that  office,  large  sums  of  money  issued  for  the  service  of 
the  navy  were  applied  to  other  services;  and  that  the  said  Lord  Mel- 
ville, in  a  letter-writteii  in  answer  to  a  precept  issued  by  the  cgmmis* 
uoners  of  naval  inquiry,  requiring  an  account  of  money  received  by 
hlakf  or  any  person  on  his  account,  or  by  his  order,  from  the  Pay« 

'  master  of  the  Navy ;  and  also  of  the  time  when,  and  ihe  persons  by 
vrhom  the  same  were  returned  to  the  Bank,  or  Paymaster;  has  de- 
clared that  he  has  no  materials  by  which  he  could  make  up  such  an 
account ;  and  that  if  he  had  materials,  he  could  not  do  it  without 
disclosing  delicate  and  confidential  trausactions  of  government,  which 
his  duty  to  the  public  must  have  restrained  him  from  revealing. 

13.  "  That  Lord  Melville,  in  applying  monies  issued  for  the  service 
of  the  navy  to  other  services,  stated  to  have  b^en  of  so  dulicarc  and 
confidential  a  nature,  that  in  his  opinion  no  account  can,  or  ought  to 
he  given  of  them,  has  acted  in  a  manner  inconsistent  with  his  duty, 
and  incompatible  with  those  securities  which  the  legislature  has  pro- 
vided for  the  proper  application  of  the  public  money." 

'ill?  Chancdlor  of  the  Exchequer  employed  every  argument  which  his 
jpowerful  eloquence  could  enforce  to  defend  Lord  Melville;  and  then 

6  concluded 
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concluded  a$  follows:— For  his  own  part,  be  was  desirous  that  the 
House  should  look  at  the  whole  of  the  case  in  all  its  circumstances 
and  bearings,  and  theft  do,  without  delay,  whatever  the  interest  of 
the  public,  a  just  sense  of  their  own  duty,  and  the  nature  of  the  case   ' 
may  require.     For  this  purpose,  he  ^  thought  the  best  course  to  pursue 
would  be  to  refer  the  report  to  a  select  committee,  inasmuch  as 
there  were  many    points  contained  in  it    which   required  further 
explanation.      The   honorable  member  had  dwelt  with  much  ear« 
nestness  on  the  application  of  certain  sums  for  th^  accommodation 
of  other  branches  of  the  public  service  ;  but  in  his  own  view  of  the 
question,  tlie  house  was  not  in  a  situation  to  decide  upon  that  trans- 
action.    Did  the  honorable  gentleman  mean  to  say,  that  in  judging  of 
this  transaction,  the  House  was  not  to  take  into  its  consideration  the 
excuses,   the  motives,  the  circumstances,   and  the  necessity  of  the 
transactfon  ?  Was  the  House,  knowing  only  the  bare  fact,  that  the 
application  of  the  money  in  such  a  manner  was  a  violation  of  the  law, 
to  ^cide  upon  its  merits  without  taking  into  consideration  whether  any 
loss  had  arisen  from  it,  whether  the  motives  were  justifiable,  wanton, 
or  necesi.ary ;  whether  the  circumstances  were  such  as  to  warrant  a 
departure  from  the  letter  of  the  law  ;  and  what  the  magnitude  of  the 
tFansaction  ?  It  would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  argue  the  propriety 
of  permitting  such  a  latitude  with  Englishmen,  or  with  persons  of  li- 
beral and  enlightened  minds ;  for  he  was  confident  that  all  such  would 
agree  with  him,  that  cases  might  occur  when  the  circumstances  under  " 
which  such  a  transaction  might  take  place,  would  make  it  meritorious 
in  the  public  ofHccr  to  incur  the  heavy  responsibility.    This  he  stated, 
with  a  view  to  the  stress  that  had  been  laid  on  the  application  of 
a  particular  sum   to  a  different  service  from  that  for  which  it  had 
been  voted.    There  was  an  allegation  in  the  report  on  this  head,  and 
the  honorable  gentleman  had  stated  a  particular  sum  as  having  beeu 
advanced  in  this  way,  and  afterwai  ds  repaid  by  his  honourable  friend 
(Mr.Lou<().     He  had  himself  been  a  party  to  that  transaction,  and  he 
should  be  ashamed  to  address  the  House  on  the  subject,  if  he  could 
not  explain  the  jnatter,  as  related  to  the  share  he  had  had  in  the  bu'* 
siness,  to  their  entire  satisfaction  ;'  so  that  however  illegal  the  appli« 
cation  might  have  been  in  the  first  instance,  and  he  was  ready  to  take 
that  for  granted,  it  would  appear  to  have  arisen  from  considerations 
of  public  interest,  and  to  have  been  transferred  from  the  service  for 
which  it  had  been  voted  only  for  a  time,  and,  without  any  other  incon- 
venience or  loss,  replaced  afterwards.     It  was  impossible  to  disclose 
the  circumstances  under  which  it  had  been  applied  v  bul  '\^  \3nfcYVwwfe 
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1^'ould  consent  to  appoint  the  committee,  he  should  produce  the  most 
CQiivincing  statements,  so  far  at  least  as  he  was  concerned.  The  whole 
sum  particularized  amounted  to  100,0001.  out  of  which  two  difieitsnt 
sums  of  40,0001.  each  had  been  drawn  with  his  privity,  under  circum- 
stances which  he  could  fully  justify  to  the  house;  and  as  these  sums 
made  the  much  greater  part  of  the  whole  sum  specified,  tiiere  was 
every  reason  to  think  that  the  whole  had  been  applied  in  a  manner 
equally  justifiuble.  The  noble  lord  had,  at  that  time,  other  high  offi- 
cial situations,  and  might  have  had  occasion,  and  could,  without  his 
privity,  have  applied  sums  occasionally lo  a  different  service  from  that 
for  which  they  had  beeii  voted,  with  a  view  to  the  public  interest; 
and  thougn  he  was  not  in  possession  of  the  circumstances,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  noble  lord  could  satisfactorily  account  for  the  transac- 
tion. As  to  the  other  part  of  the  honourable  gentleman's  charge,  that 
Lord  Melville  had  connived  at  the  paymaster  of  the  navy  keeping  the 
public  money  in  his  hands,  and  applying  it  to  purposes  of  private  pro- 
fit, he  confessed  that  this  appeared  to  him  a  fit  object  of  attentioDi 
when  they  should  come  to  consider  the  question  in  the  .whole  of  ita 
bearings.  He  was  prepared  to  admit,  that  the  conniving  at  such  con- 
duct in  a  paymaster  of  the  navy  was  not  justifiable,  but  thought, 
nevertheless,  that  much  would  depend  on  the  circumstances,  the  ex- 
tent, and  the  danger  that  had  been  incurred.  He  maintained  that  the 
commissioners  had  not  stated,  thatthe  issue  had  been  greater  than  the 
service  required ;  and  he  insisted,  that  from  their  report  it  was  evident 
that  they  believed  that  to  be  the  case.  It  was  also  agreed  to  by  them,  that 
the  public  money  had  not  been  applied  so  as  not  to  be  ready  to  satisfy  any 
demand  or  sudden  emergency  ;  and  they  had  not  even  insinuated  that 

•  any  effect  had  been  produced  in  the  increase  of  expence,  or  the  aggrava- 
tion or  augmentation  of  additional  burthens ;  nor  had  they  attempted  to 
charge,  that  any  demand  of  any  individual  had  been  a  single  moment  re- 
tarded. As  to  this  application  of  the  money  to  private  purposes  of  profit, 
jt  did  not  appear  that  Lord  Melville  had  been, aware  of  it ;  the  hon. 
gentleman,  however,  had  dwelt  much  on  this  circumstance,  founding 
his  observations  on  the  intricate  accounts  of  the  commissioners,  by 
which  it  appeared  that  he  bad  not  considered  the  matter  in  detaiL 
The  commissioners  had  stated,  that  various  sums  had  come  into  the 

'  bank  of  Messrs.  Coults,  which  had  not  been  procured  by  draft  on  the 
bank,  and  they  had  supposed  tliai  these  consisted  of  sums  for  the  ser- 
vices in  transifu,  applied  in  this  way.  One  million  had  been  particu- 
larly specified.  But  that  million  had  been  brought  directly  from  th^ 
bank  to  the  house  of  Messrs.  CouttS;  by  one  of  the  forms  pf  draft  pre- 
scribed 
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scribed  by  the  «tatute»  and  the  whole  of  it  had  been  islued  theuce  in 
the  course  of  a  few  days,  to  take  up  navy  bills  then  due.     So  that 
this  was  one  instance  of  an  error,  on  which  they  had  rested  much,  and 
'  which  being  capable  of  being  thus  satisfactorily  explained,  proved  the 
necessity  of  further  investigation.     The  sums  that  had  been  vested  at 
Messrs,  Coutts  bad  been  neither  lodged  there  for  the  benefit  of  the 
treasures  of  the  navy  or  of  tlie  navy  paymaster,  but  in  the  course  of 
office  ;  and  this  was  another  error  of  the  report,  for  the  same  practice 
prevails  at  present  of  drawing  ip  gross  from  the  muliiphcily  of  paying 
all  the  small  sums  by  drawing  in  detfiil.  '  The  act  of  parliament  di- 
rected no  such  dratfts  for  small  sums,  but  for  lufficient  sums  to  enable 
the  paymaster  from  day  to  day  to  issue  the  necessary  sums  lb  the  sub- 
accountants,  so  that  the  balances  in  band  appeared  not  to  contravene 
the  law,  but  to  be  in  direct  conformity  witli  it,  and  necessary  for  the 
management  of  the  business  of  the  office.    The  question,  therefore, 
was,  Whether  morp  had  been  issued  than  was  necessary,  whether  an 
expence  to  the  public  had  been  the  consequence,  or  an  increase  of  is- 
sue I    The  house  was  aware  that  no  money  was  issued  to  the  treasurer 
of  the  navy,  but  on  memorial  from  the  different  boards,  and  that  con- 
sequently the  treasurer  would  have  no  power  of  increasing  the  issues 
to  him.     (The  right  honourable  gentleman  here  described  the  opera- 
tion by  which  the  treasurer  of  the  navy  drew  money  from  the  bank, 
and  proved  thence  that  it  is  not  in  his  power  on  any  occasion,  or  under 
any  circumstances,  to  draw  for  more  than  the  occasion  of  the  different 
boards  require).     In  the  next  place,  the  commissioners  had  divided 
the  time  during  which  Lord  Melville  had  been  in  office  into  tvyo  pe- 
riods, in  making  the  average ;  instead  of  making  the  avera«;e  for  the 
whole  of  the  time  of  his  being  in  ofiice..  The  first  period  they  calculate 
up  to  ]796»  the  next  to  1800 ;  so  that  they  had  not  given  the  average 
on  the  whole,  nor  distinctly  in  the  separate  periods.     They  ciilculated 
the  balances  on  the  first  period  at  43  average,  and  the  last  at  33,  but 
they  had  taken  the  Amount  of  the  gross  baliuices  without  deducting 
the  assignments.     >Vheu  the  commisbioners  had  stated  ten  day  as  the 
number  that  ought  to  be  in  advance,  in  the  paymaster's  hands,  they 
calculated  it  exclusive  of  the  out-posts;  and  if  the  money  at  the  out- 
posts were  to  be  deducted,  the  balances  would  be  in  the  first  or  the 
most  favourable  period,  an  average  of  seventeen  days,  and  in  the  lat- 
ter period  an  average  of  eight  days;  and  on  the  whole  period  the  ave- 
rage was  but  fourteen  or  fifteen,  five  only  more  than  the  commissioners 
had  thought  necessary,  and  nearly  the  same  number  that  the  clerk 
had  stated  in  his  ex^miitatigp.    Now  if  it  should  turn  out  that  this 
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ftlatemdnt  was  correct,  be  could  not  admit  a  doubt  tnat  it  would  be 
sofiicteot  to  deter  mine  tbe  bouse  and  tbe  public  to  examine  more  nar- 
rowly and  minutely  into  the  matter  and  allegations  of  tbe  reports  be- 
ft>re  they  would  ground  upon  it  either  censure  or  disapprobation.  There 
were  lour  different  errors  in  this  single  statement,  and  these  proved 
unanswerably  the  necessity  of 'a  fuller  investigation.  This  cdu|d  not 
be  prosecuted  in  the  whole  house,  nor  with  the  speaker  in  the  chair, 
it  could  only  be  followed  up  with  eifcct  in  a  select  committee.  If  the 
investigation  should  b^  proceeded  with,  he  was  convinced  that  many 
sums  stated  to  have  been  paid  in' the  name  of  Lord  Melville  would  ap- 
pear to  have  been  applied  to  official  purposes :  howj^ar  that  was  the 
case  it  was  cot  for  him  to  anticipate  then,  before  the  inquiry  should 
be  instituted.  The  house  would  determine  for  itself  when  the  investi- 
gation should  take  place.  Before  they  could  Judge  whether  any  sums^ 
of  public  money  had  been  so  advanced,  they  should  see  the  credit  ac- 
count uf  Lord  Melville,  t!)ey  should  also  see  the  different  sums  paid 
in  by  Mr.  Trotter,  for  Lord  Melville,  on  account  of  bis  salary  as  trea- 
surer of  the  navy,  as  also  an  account  of  his  unappropriated  salary  as 
keeper  of  the  signet  in  Scotland,  and  for  dividends  in  the  funds.  Would 
gfnllemen  under  these  circumstances  give  way  to  surmises?  Would 
they  think  strange  that  Lord  Melville,  knowing  that  he  had  no  con- 
tract with  Mr.  Trotter,  no  participation  with,  and  knowing  also  the 
unfortunate  way  in  which  Mr.  Trotter  kept  his  accounts,  had  declined 
answering  until  he  had  ascertained  the  state  of  these' accounts.  And 
if  it  should  appear  even  that  a  few  thousands  had   been  by  inadver- 
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tencc  so  advanced,  could  any  gentleman  suppose  that  that  would  have 
b(?e  n  any  object  to  a  noble  lord  in  a  high  and  distinguished  ofSce  of 
trust  and  honour?  He  would  not  think  it  possible  for  a  liberal  and 
enlightened  mind,  for  even  common  sense  to  entertain  such  an  opi- 
nion. If  so,  then  he  contended,  that  the  materials  before  the  house 
were  insufficient  to  fonn  a  final  judgment,  and  that  a  further  investi- 
gation was  absolutely  uecessarv,  and  ihat  such  investigation  could  not 
be  conducted  in  the  house,  but  in  a  select  committee,  which  could  be 
managed  without  much  delay.  With  these  sentiments,  he  felt  it  un- 
necessary and  improper  to  say  more  on  the  subject.  He  should  there- 
fore move,  as  an  amendment,  that  **  the  Tenth  Report  be  referred  to 
a  select  committee,"  &c. 

Mr.  Joj  suggested  the  propriety  of  moving  the  previous  question, 
rather  than  an  amendment,  in  order  that  the  previous  resolutions 
might  be  entered  on  the  jounials. 

The  Chancellor  oj'thc  Exchequer  had  no  objection  to  the  course  pro- 
posed) 


posed,  as  he  should  thereby  obtain  the  substantial  objcit  of  his  mo- 
tion; and  understanding,  however,  that  if  the  previous  question 
should  be  agreed  to,  he  should  afterwards  moye  for  tlie  appointment  of 
a  select  committee;  he  then  then  moved  the  previous  question.  On 
the  question  being  put, 

Lord  Henr^  Pctty^  at  the  same  time  that  he  acknowledged  it  wa» 
impossible  for  him  to  follow  the  right  honourable  gentleman  through 
the  vast  range  he  had  Uiken  in  his  view  of  the  subject  under  discussiou, 
was  anxious  to  state  the  ground  on  which  he  supported  the  origiuat 
motion,     lie  had  never  felt  greater  surprize  than  wlien  he  heard  the 
right  honorable  gentleman  alledge  that  his  honorable  friend  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread)  had  travcllell  out  of  the  record  of  the  facts  in  the  Itatemeut 
i^hich  he  had  laid  before  the  House.     This  must  be  matter  of  sur- 
prize to  the  Mouse  also,  when  the  whole  of  his  honorable  friemfs    . 
charges,  except  the  concluding  ones,  were  merely  matter  of  fact,  and 
nothing  but  matter  of  fact.  In  truth,  the  whole  of  what  had  fallen  from 
his  honorable  friend,  was  either  matter  of  fact,  or  plain  and  immediate 
deduction  from  fact.  The  right  honorable  gentleman  urged,  with  a  view 
to  induce  the  House  to  agree  to  the  appointment  of  a  select  committee 
to  enquire  into  this  subject,  that  the  attempt  was  mode  to  influence  the 
passions  of  the  House,  and  that  the  subject  involved  a  great  deal  of 
complicated  details  of  figures.     In  considering  this  latter  point  it  was 
2)ecessafy  the  House  should  recollect,  that  any  confusion  that  existed  im^ 
this  way,  arose  from  the  irregular  manner  in  which  Lord  Melville  and 
his  Paymaster  kept  their  accounts.     It  was  obvious,  J^owever,  from 
the  plain  matter  of  fact,  tliat  there  had  been  a  vioktion  of  the  act 
of  parliament.    The  right  honorable  gentleman  opposite  was  liable  to 
a  charge  of  having  omitted  facts  in  his  statement    He  had  omitted  the 
very   material  fact  that  Lord  Melville  had  allowed  he  had  vioUted 
the  act  of  parliament,  by  permitting  his  Paymaster  to  withdraw  large 
•urns  from  the  Bank  of  England  before  they  were  actually  wanted,  and  t^ 
keep  them  at  his  private  banker's.  Ope  part  of  the  grouud  for  proposing  ^ 
a  select  committee  was,  that] part  of  the  money  voted  for  navy  ser- 
vices had  been  applied  to  other   public   services;    and  the  other 
ground  was,  thn  existence  of  complicated  details  of  figures.     Was  this 
direct  violation  of  the  law  included  in  either  of  these  descnptions  ? 
He  bad  no  objection  to  a  select  committee  in  the  proper  time.     On 
the  contrary,  he  should  be  disposed  to  support  the  appointment  of  such 
a  committee,  when  the  motion  of  his  honorable  fri«:nd  should  be 
agreed  to,  and  the  House  should  have  come^to  a  deter nriination  on  the 
plain  aod  obvious  fact.     TheA  a  committer  would  be  proper  to  con- 
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trder  of  the  expedleDcy,  and  the  means  oi  pushing  ttie  enquiry  fur- 
tbcr,  and  he  should  be  happy  to  contribute  his  small  share  to  the  in* 
stitution  of  a  committee  for  so  laudable  an  object.  But  first  let  the 
House  consider  what  was  before  it,  and  let  it  consider  that  what  Lord 
Melville  admitted  in  one  place,  he  could  not  deny  in  another ;  that 
he  could  not  deny  before  a  committee  of  the  House  what  he  had 
avowed  before  the  commisssioners  of  inquiry ;  and  let  gentlemen  then 
ask  themselves  what  necessity  there  was  for  delay.  The  House  could 
at  once  pronounce  on  the  breach  of  the  act  of  parliament,  and  then 
it  might  examine  more  minutely  in  a  committee  the  circumstances  of 
the  transaction,  and  the  precise  amount  of  the  criimnality.  The  right 
honorable  gentleman  argued  that  the  public  sustained  no  loss  by  these 
transactions,  at  the  same  time  that  he  allowed  this  did  not  excuse  the 
delinquency,  though  it  extenuated  the  onence.  He  did  not  think  it 
was  any  extenuation^  He  thought  there  was  not  only  risk  to  tlie 
public,  but  positive  loss.  He  distinguished  between  public  loss  and 
precise  loss ;  for  though  the  precise  amount  could  not  be  ascertained, 
the  fact  that  there  was  a  loss  was  beyond  all  question.  The  right  ho* 
norable  gentleman  had  gone  into  great  detail  to  shew  that  the  Pay- 
master  did  not  draw  the  money  from  the  Exchequer  before  it  was 
wanted.  But  in  this  statement  the  right  honorable  gentleman  had  re* 
duced  himself  to  the  following  dilemma: — He  stated  that  the  money 
was  not  removed  from  the  Exchequer  before  it  was  wanted  for  naval 
services ;  at  the  same  time  that  be  allowed  large  sums  were  giveu*in 
accomtnodatiofi  from  the  navy  to  other  branches  of  the  public  service. 
How  was  it  possible  this  accommodation  could  be  given,  unless  larger 
sums  were  kept  in  the  Paymaster's  hands  than  were  wanted  in 
navy  services,  except  Indeed  the  navy  service  was  distressed  and  de- 
frauded to  allow  the  advance  ?  If  the  money  were  once  allowed  to  be 
drawn,  it  might  be  allowed  to  private  as  well  as  to  public  purposes ;  and 
if  the  door  were  on«e  opened,  it  was  impossible  to  set  limits  to  the 
"  abuse  it  may  let  in.  The  speculations  of  Mr.  Trotter  had  not  failed, 
but' that  was  no  excuse  for  putting  the  public  money  to  so  unwarrant- 
able a  risk.  The  success  may  besides  be  accounted  for  in  another 
manner,* by  means  of  the  connection  or  combination  that  existed  be- 
tween the  three  individuals  concerned.  Mr.  i!tlark  Sprott  touched  the 
funds,  and  Lord  Melville  the  secrets  ofi>tate,  and  Mr.  Trotter  touched 
both  these  persons.  Millions  were  tlius  managed  in  that  nice  and  de- 
licate machine  of  the  public  funds ;  though,  at  that  time,  combina- 
tions of  another  nature  were  much  talked  of;  no  Jacobin  conspiracy 
tliAl  did  exist,  or  could  have  existed,  was  calculated  -to  do  mo>«  thun 
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OB  oonspiracy  between  these  three  persons.    The  noble  lord  had  re- 
present^, that  ^igrhen  the  committee  of  izSS,  m  prosecuting  its  in* 
quiries  as  to  the  administration  of  the  public  offices,  came  to  that  of  the 
treasurer  of  the  navy.  Lord  Melville  beins  called  upon  by  the  com* 
mittee,  respresented  the  regulatic^ns  for  bringing  up  the  arrear  in  that 
o0ke,  and  preventing  any  future  arrear,  were  id  full  effect.    This 
atateodent  was  opposite  to  the  tact ;  for  at  thit  very  time  the  acconirt^ 
ant's  branch,  which  bad  been  instituted  with  a  view  to  this  object, 
^^^i^%  cqme  u|^  to  that  period  when  it  was  to  take  cognizance  of  Lorji 
Melville's  own  administration,  stopped  suddenly  short,  and  its  labors 
svere  no  more  heard  of.    The  account  of  Lord  Melville's  first  trea* 
surership  was  not  made  out  till  last  year,  and  the  remaining  part  of 
the  account  at  the  time  the  noble  lord  was  in  ofiSce,  was  still  unp^a* 
pfBjed.    The  reason  given  for  this  was,  that  the  clerks  employed  in 
^is  duty,  being  borrowed  from  another  department,  and  being  with- 
,drawn,  .tte  business  could  not  proceed.    It  was  evident  from  what 
Igord  Melville  had  suted  to  the  committee,  that  the  benefits  of  the  actis 
Jthen  lately  made  were  carried  into  full  effect    This  was,  however, 
;very  remote  from  the  fact.    The  act  of  parliament  went  to  providey 
•that, the  public  money  was  to  be  kept  in  the  Bank,  and  that  no  public 
office  w^  to  be  roftle  a  public  treasury ;  and  yet  Lord  Melville  had, 
,tp  all  in(^ts  and  purposes,  made  his  office  a  public  treasury.  He  dwelt 
.<>|i  Ifae.systen^atic  deviation  from  the  law  that  had  so  many  years  pre* 
<v/uled  in  th^t  office,  and  asked,  whether  this  was  a  case  from  which 
.the  House  would  turn  away,  referring  the  matter  to  a  select  com* • 
,mittee  without  coming  to  a  vote?  As  to  whether  the  prominent  act 
jras  rig)iit  or  wrong,  or  whether  the  noble  lord  was  fit  sUll  to  hold  a 
high  and  confidential  situation  in  the  gc^vemmeot,  there  was  no  differ- 
.ence  between  the  situation  in  which  the  noble  lord  stood  with  respect 
to  the  House  and  country,  and  that  in  which  any  man  may  with  hfs 
private  agent.    The  house  ought  to  consider  for  a  moment  what  was 
the  nature  of  this  illegal  cpmbiiiation  between  three  persons,  one  of 
whom  was  touching  the  funds,  and  the  other  two  the  secrets  of  state* 
There  was  Mr.  Mark  Sprott,   who  enjoyed  the  confidence  of  Mr. 
Trotteri.  Mn  Trotter,  who  enjoyed  the  confidence  of  Lord  Mel- 
.  Tiller    and   Lord  Melville,   who    enjoyed,    too   long  enjoyedj    the 
confidence  of  the  public.    These  enormous  sums  were  therefore  car* 
ried  t<i  the  stocks,  and  there  employed  in  a  private  point  of  view  for  in* 
dividual  e«aoluments  and  in  a  p^blic  point,  of  view  they  were  used  to 
keep  up  the  national  credit.  .Fron^  such  a  combination  what  dan^^er* 
oiis  consequences  were  likely  to  result!    At  the  period  when  tliese 
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comUoatioQS  existed,  there  were  also  others  existing  of  a  different 
nature.  There  were  combinations  existing  in*  this  country,'  denomi-'' 
uated  Jaoobioical :  but  he  believed  that  never  was  there  one  of  a  more' 
dangerous,  insidious,  and  mischievous  nature/ than  the  oue  which 
Wf^  now  discussing.  There  appeared  to  have  been  a  systeniatic  dc- 
deption  on  the  part  of , the  conspirators.  His  lordship  then  read  ex-^ 
tjracts  from  some  letters  by  Lord  Melville,  to  shew  his  inconsistency. 
The  priacipal  intention  of  the  resolutions  passed  in  1786,  was  to  ^<^• 
gulate  the  disposal  of  the  public  money,  and  to  prevent  public  offices 
kmn  becoming  public  treasuries.  Lord  Melville  must  hav«>  known 
Ib^t  these  regulations  were  by  him  regularly  and  systematically  vio^ 
laled  for  ten  years  preceding.  ,  If  such  a  statement  were  true,  wb^ 
should  the^iouse  not  come  to  a  resolution,  declaring  such  persons  unfit 
for  ^ij^^fficeof  trust  f  He  confessed  he  saw  no  rj^ason  why  they  should 
act  otherwise  than  any  private  individual  would  do  to  his  agent,  who 
had  been  guilty  of  such  gro9s  malversation.  Were  Mr.  Sprott  to  omit 
paying  10  or  12,0001.  to  ^Ir.  Trotter^  or,  in  other  words,  to  appro* 
priate  that  sum  to  himself,  by  taking  tlie  use  of  it  Tor  his  own  etiiolu*- 
ment,  would  not  Mr.  Trotter  immediately  discontinue  him  as  hia 
agent  ?  Mr.  Mark  Sprott  might  then  say,  !  never  meant  to  obtain  any 
profit  from  that  sum,  it  was  only  retained  on  account  of  the  intricate 
manner  in  which  we  kept  our  accounts.  What  broker  in  Loudon 
would  be  allow(!d  to  keep  his  accounts  in  that  state,  tliat  he  could  not 
ascertain  whether  he  had  a  balance  in  his  hands  or  not  ?  The  people 
of  England,  who  pay  these  public  servants  most  liberally,  and  in  no 
instance  more  so  than  iu  the  present  one,  have  surely  as  good  a  right 
to  expect  that  they  be  as  justly  and  regularly  served  as  any  broker  on 
the  Stock  Exchange  can  sei  •  e  his  employer.  If,  from  any  part  of 
Lord  ^lelville's  deposition —if  from  arty  part  of  that  extraordinary 
letter,  written  several  months  after  his  lordship's  examination  (eii^- 
niies  only  of  the  legality  of  Lord  Melville),  he  could  entertain  any 
doubt  as  to  the  {Possibility  bf  his  being  able  to  disprove  his  statement, 

^  he  would  vote  for  a  seliict  committee.  But  how  was  it  possible  to 
hive  any  opinion  in  the  smallest' degreee  favorable  to  his  lordship  from. 

.  such  a  statement  ?  Wfaat^had  the  right  honorable  gentleman  said  to 
do  away  the  Criminalityl'  Acting  a^  hi&  lordship  had  done,-  in  violation 
of  i\n  act  of  parliament,  he  (Lord  Melville)  had  put  himself  iu  that 
lUuation,  tfiat  no  man  touttl  lay  his  hand  on  his  heart,  aitd  pronounce 
him  inndtrntl '  When  h^  looked' at  his  lordship's  letter,  it  recalled  to 
his  renaebibnUiice*  the  ^detcbrated  oration  of'  Cicero^  against  Piao,!in 
which 'thaf  orator  breaking  off  frotli  his  argameot,  proying  the  guilt 
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of  Pu^y.  uys — ^'  But  who  is  more  coudemned,  or  more  guilty,  than 
jou  are,  who  dare  not  write,  nor  say,  that  you  are  innocent  ?'' 

**  Qiiis  te  miaerior  qui  nequis  9crib«re  rempablictm  bene  gefltaiii«  qoi  prtMM  n0 
•^oe  dicere  aotus  e«?" 

If  the  noble  lord,  on  the  posing  of  his  act  for  restraining  this  very 
evil,  had  been  told  that  not  a  year  would  pass  when  that  act  would  be 
violated ;  when  it  would  be  violated  by  a  treasurer  of  the  navy,  and 
that  that  treasurer  of  the  navy  would  be  himself,  what  would  be  have 
«aid  ?  But  if  the  prophecy  had  b^n  carried  further,  and  it  had  been 
said,  that  not  only  would  the  viola^ipn  be  made  by  a  treasurer  of  thfe 
navy,  but  that  after  that  violation  had  been  for  fourteen  years' unno- 
ticed till  discovered  by  a  commission  of  inquiry,  and  when  af  length 
the  detection  of  it  lay  recorded  on  the  table"  of  the  House,  the  House 
would  be  so  culpable  that  it  would  be  glad  of  getting  rid  of  it  by  any 
means  rather  than  pronounce  upon  it  as  it  ought*     He  had  too  c^ood 
an  opinion  of  those  of  whom  the  House  was  composed,  to  ihink  this 
business  would  be  so  passed  over.    It  would  indeed  be  fortunate  If 
abuses  were  never  detected,  rather  than  that  it  should  appear  that 
when  ministers  violated  the  most  express  and  immediate  laws  for  pre-  * 
venting  abuses  in^heir  departments ;  that  when  the  diligence  of  the 
commissioners  had    brought  forward   this  delinquency,    parliamotit 
should  come  in  between  law  and  its  violator,  and  screen  the  delinquent 
Ifrom  justice.    This  was  the  worist  precedent  that  could  be  established 
in  any  country.     A  prompt  declaration  should  be  made  on  this  sub* 
ject.     He  therefore  voted,  in  the  first  instance,  for  the  motion  of  his 
honourable  friend,  with  the  intention,  that  after  the  primary  resolution 
should  be  agreed  to,  inquiiy  should  be  instituted,   and  vigorously 
pursued. 

The  Attorney  General  said,  if  it  were  a  necessary  alternative  that  the 
supposed  dolinqueiKy  should  be  punished  now,  or  that  it  should  escape 
altogether,  the  propriety  of  coming  to  some  resolution,  at  the  present 
moment,  may  be  more  reasonably  insisted  upon.  He  doubted  whether 
the  noble  lord  would,  on  refiecition,  think  it  right  to  proceed  to  judg- 
ment, without  the  fullest  investigation  of  the  facts.  It  was  agreed  on 
all  hands  that  inquiry  should  take  place.  The  noble  lord  wished  a  se- 
parate decision  on  one^oint.  Was  any  point  so  insulated  as  not  td  be 
still  connected  With  the  whole  ?  While  there  were  such  imporjbant 
grounds  of  inquiry,  the  ^louse  should  not  be  called  upon  to  pronounce 
judgment  when  conviction  was  eo  remotCi  at  the  same  time  that  further 
inquiry  cotil()  have  no  ill  effect. 

e  2  Mr. 
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Mr.  Tiirney  complimented  his  noble  friend.     It  was  a  mkttir  kyf 
pride  to  any  man  to  be  allowed  to  call  himself  the  friend  of  iuch  riintig 
talents  and  eloquence.     He  agreed  with  him,  that  nothing  was  more 
fit  tl^^  to  appoint  a  committee  after  the  first  point  should  be  agreed 
uppn  ;  a  committee  in  which  all  that  related  to  accounts  and  calcula- 
tions may  be  sifted  and  made  clear,     "f  he  transfer  of  money  from  one 
service  to  another  was  also  matter  for  a  committeet  but  what  was  to  be 
done  with  the  remainder  of  the  tenth  report  ?     Did  Lord  Melville  ask 
iqr  ai^  further  d^^^y^  saying  he  had  evidence  sufficient  for  his  acquit- 
txX  \  Did  Mr.  Trotter  say -any  thing  to  that  effect  ?     But  the  people  of 
England  looked  to  this  night  for  the  opinion  of  their  representatives  on 
.this  important  case.    He  would  ask  the  right  honourable  gentleman 
how  long  it  was  sio|pe  the  expedient  of  a  reference  to  a. committee  oc* 
curreid  to  him  ?   The  rig)it  honourable  gentleman  had  expressed  his 
anpety  to  have  the  letter  of  the  noble  lord  before  the  House  previ- 
ously to  their  coming  to  any  determinatioD,  as  that  letter,  he  had  stat- 
ed, would  throw  very  considerable  light  on  the  subject;  and  now  his 
anxiety  was  to  have  a  committee  appointed  for  investigating  the  sub- 
ject.   But  the  question,  he  ooatended,  was  by  no  means  complicated* 
There  was  not  a  single  gentleman  present,  he  apprehended,  who  could 
from  his  heart  avow  it  as  bis  opinion,  that  any  proof  could  be  brought 
to  show  that  money  had  not  been  diverted  from  the  public  service,  and 
removed  fro|n  the  Bank  in  opposition  to  the  most  express  and  positive 
deqlaraticMi  of  parliament,     What  occasion  then  was  there  for  an  in- 
quiry f    Would  Mr.  Sprott,  who  was  silent  when  examined  upon  oath, 
speak  more  plainly  when  not  upon  oath,  before  a  committee  of  the 
House  ?  or  ought  they  to  give  more  credit  to  his  evidence  in  the  one 
case  than  in  the  other  ?     No  evideqce  which  they  could  take  from  the 
parties  not  on  oath,  could  invalidate  that  which  had  been  taken  i>efbre 
the  commissioners  on  oath.    For  what  purpose  besides  should  parlia^ 
ment  eppoipt  commissioners  for  tbjs  express  purpose^  if  their  conclu-? 
sions  were  not  to  be  relied  on  without  repeating  the  inquiry.     They 
had  been  fsmployed  six  weeks  ip  this  investigation,  and  had  heard  all 
that  Lord  Melville  had  to  say  in  his  defence,  before  they  published 
their  report;  and  what  was  curipus,  not  one  of  his  lordship's  friends 
h^  yet  dared  to  say  (hat  he  was  iquocent.     All  they  pleaded  for,  was 
time.    But  the  exaipipation  of  the  accounts  could  afford  no  ground  for 
this  plea,  for  this  examination  might  be  necessary  only  to  detennine 
the  sums  to  be  refunded,  but  not  at  all  for  criminating  tlie  parties.     In 
regard  to  the  transfer  of  money  from  the  Bank  of  England,  the  noble 
lord  did  not  deny  his  knpwledge  of  this  prince,  nor  was  it  at  all  na- 
tural 
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tmal  to  lielieve  UmI  be  wovld  bave  alkiwed  it  for  a  period  of  twelve 
years,  widioiit*  fNirtioi|Mttittg  in  the  profits;  aiid  it  would  have  beeo 
iiHMre  ^eoeroua  ki  his  lordship,  be  ihoq^t,  instead  of  evading  th^ 
'qiiestkla  to  the  prejudioe  of  Mr.  Trotter,  to  have  at  once  fraoklj  ayow« 
«d  that  the  prectioe  had  been  continued  by  his  autborityy  as  w^l  aa 
wHl^hiskiioidedge.  The  right  honourable  gentleman  concluded  bf 
obsendng,  that  the  documents  laid  before,  the  commissioners  had  been 
aflbrded  fay  thennelvesy  and  that  dierelbre  if  it  could  be  called  exforU 
tvidence,  it  wa6  becaose  it  was  all  on  theaide  of  the  accused.  ^  He 
commended  the  conduct  of  the  commitsionerst  and  was  proud  to  hiiuve 
been  6ne  of  an  administration  that  had  virtue  enough  to  appoint  them.  '. 
The  <(oestion  put  to  Ihem  by  the  motion  of  the  right  honourable  g^i^ 
tleman,-  in  short  was,  Whether  they  sbonld  haiie  confidence  in  .those 
Who  had  detected,  or  those  who  had  profited  .by  the  frauds  that  were 
'th&db)ect  of  the  inquiry? 

Mr.  Cmmmg  wished  to  offer  some  reasons  that  induced  him  to  scr 
-cond  the  motion  of  his  right  honourable  friend. 

Mr.  George  FiMMtmby  was  decidedly  in  faTOor  of  Mr.  Wiiitbread*s 
resbhitions.  'He'observed,  that  it  was  a  moustrons  rpropo^tion  to 
miiintain  there  bad  been  no  cHmmalily,  because  there  wad  no  loA.^^ 
The  right  honourable  gentleman  opposite  to  him  had  acknowledged, 
that  sums  of  money  had  been  taken  contrary  to  law,  and  applied  to 
a'  p^Atiettlar  jnirpose.  Why ' was  not  that  eircumstance  meiitiiHIed  at 
the  time  in  the  H<luse  of  Commons,  > and  a  bill  of  indemnity  applied 
for }  It  was  said,  that  attempts  had  been  made  to  indame  the  public 
miiSd'againfst  Lord  Melville,  by  the  circulation  of  libellous  hand-bills. 
Tben  It  Was  the  business  of  the  attorney-general  to  prosecute  the  au- 
thors of  them ;  but'itwas  no  reason  that  the  Uouue  should  stop  short 
in  its  present  itiquii^,  because  there  were  libellers  in  the  country  wlv> 
circulated  oflenstve  hand-bills.  He  iusisted  that  Lord  Melville  and 
Mr.  Trotter  ought  not  to  be  suffered  to  walk  quietly  about  the  streets, 
without  an  account  beiof;  taken  of  dieir  property,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  compelled  to  refund  wtiat  they  had  taken  from  the  public ; 
and  bills  ou^ht  to  be  brought  into  parhaineiit,  to  disable  them  from 
disposing  of  iheir  property  while  the  present  question  «.'as: agitated.-*- 
There  never*  was  a  period  in  the  history  of  the  country  in  which  the 
character  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  so  involved^ as  the  present. 
He  hoped  that  those  members  of  the  House  who  represented  the  bsige 
part  of  the  kingdom  with  himself,  would  consider  tlie  peculiar  situation 
they  were  now  placed  in-— that  they  would  now  give  the  people  of  Eng- 
land a  proof  of  their  spirit  and  independence,  by  voting  for  themotton 
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tbat  nigbt,  and,  ia  ^  doing,  they  wt>iild  temove,  the  uaHavourabre  iii»' 
pressioD  which  the  easy  surrender  of  their  owo  parliaBMnt  had^,Diiade 
on  the  public  mmd.  He  felt  more  than  conuxKiQ  anxiety  on  tl^&^^bp 
ject.  It  was  generally  supposed  that  the  accession  of  one  hundred 
Irbb  members  to  that  House,  was  giving  an  accesaion  of  so  naucb 
strength  to  the  n^inister,  who  could  always  conpoiaud  their  votesi.  He 
was  grieved  to  think  this  idea  had  gone  abroad.  Aad,  as  au  Iii^b 
member,  he  should  be  ashamed  to  walk  the  streets  if  he  did  not  think 
that  his  countrymen  in  that  House  were  as  free  from  corrupt  influence 
as  any  of  those  gentlenoeo  who  represented  England. 

The  Mttstcr  of  the  RciU  disappcoved  of  the  mapnei  in  which  the  bu^ 
siiness  was  taken  up  by  gentlemen  on  the  other  side.;  it  tended  to  n^ke 
the  House  enter  upon  a  judicial  prooeeding  They  were  eager  to 
brfng  the  accused  persons  to  punishmentt  but  he  was  at  a  loss  tp  see 
how  they  were  to  be  punished  before  tlie  exact  nature  and  e^ctentof 
tlieir  offence  was  ascertained, 

Mr.  Fox  began  by  stating,  that  he  should  be  extremely  unwilling  tp 
suffer  this  question  to  be  put,  without  expressing  his  sentiments  upon 
it.     For  if  unhappily  the  vot6  of  the  House  sliould  be  opposite  to  ths^t 
which  he  hoped  and  wished,  he  should  feel  very  uneasy  indeed,   that 
his  name  should  partake  in  the  universal  odium  that  must  attach  to 
any  decision  pending  to  second  such  notorious  delinquency  as  the  report 
on  the  table  declared.    Before  he  would  proceed  to  the  merits  of  the 
charges  under  consideration^  he  thought  it  proper  to  notice  the  argu* 
ments  of  the  gentlemen  upon  the  other  side ;  uot  because  he  consider- 
ed  these  arguments  possessed  of  any  intrinsic  force ;  but  lest,  fioni 
the  authority  of  the  persons  from  whom  they  proceeded,  they  might 
have  the  effect  of  leading  the  House  to  a  decision,  which>  if  it  should 
correspond  with  the  wishes  of  those  by  whom  such  arguments  were 
used,  must  destroy  its  character  with  the  country  and  with  all  Europe. 
The  ^rst  gentleman  with  whom  he  would  begin  was  the  last  who  ^okc. 
That  karned  gentleman  directed  the  whole  of  his  observations  to 
show  that  the  House  should  go  into  a  committee,  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  the  breach  of  the  act  of  parliament,  not  of  which  Lord  Mel- 
ville stood  charged,  but  of  which  he  confessed  himself  guilty,  pro- 
ceeded from  corrnpt  motives.     If  corruption  consisted  merely  in  a 
man  putthig  money  into  his  own  pocket,  according  to  the  vulgar  con- 
ception, perhaps  some  of  th^  deductions  of  the  learned  gentleman 
would  be  riglu.     But  he  would  contend  that  nothing  could  be  more 
corrupt,  in  his  opinion,  than  to  permit  a  man's  own  agent  to  convert 
the  money  of  others  to  his  own  private  emolument.    This  w^  the 
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eniouDt  of  Lord  Melville's  confession ;  and  ahhoitgjh  it  mi^t  be  po 
uble,  from  a  further  examination,  to  pmve  the  noble  lord  more  goilt 
it  did  appear  to  him  utterly  impossiUe  to  prove  him  leas  so.  For  t' 
most  conclusive  evidence  of  the  noble  lord's  corrAiptioo,  he  wou 
^yoly  refer  to  that  paragraph  in  the  149th  page  oi  the  Report,  in  whi 
ti\e  noble  lord  stated,  that  '*  although  he  knew  his  agent  Trotter  w 
applying  the  public  money  to  other  purposes,  than  that  from  which 
was  legally  intended,  that  he  did  not  prohibit  him  from  doing  so/'- 
What  was  that,  lie  would  ask,  hot  complete  corruption,  even  taking  t 
case  simplickerf  but  combining  it  with  other  circomstauces,  cou 
any  man  entertain  a  doubt  upon  tlie  sublet  of  bis  guilt?  \V1 
greater  aggravation  of  his  delinquency  m  tolerating  the  breach  of  1 
o\vn  act  of  parUament  could  be  imagined,  than  allowing  hiii  agent 
misapply  tlxe  public  money,'  for  the  safo  custody  of  which  that  act  w 
intended  ?  But  it  is  pretended  that  no  loss  bad  accrued  to  the  pub 
from  this  malversation ;  and  a  very  singular  argument  was  advance 
that  as  there  was  no  loss  there  was  no  risk.  Now  (said  Mr.  Fox) 
happened  in  certain  parts  of  my  life,  which  I  do  not  qiiotc  with  a.v'u 
to  Vecommend  my  example  to  others,  that  I  was  in  the  habits  of  e 
gaging  in  speculations,  which  are  commonly  called  gaming.  If  a  nu 
should,  in  that  kind  of  speculation,  win  a  large  sum  of  money,  I  a 
sure  that  an  argument  would  not  thence  arise  that  ha  had  made  j 
risk.  1  rather  think  the  natural  inlerecioe  would  be,  that  his  risk  w 
considerable.  Probably,  however,  m  this  case,  Lord  Melville  did  n 
care  that  Mr.  Trotter  should  not  lose  any  money.  I^lr.  Trotter  w 
the  confidential  agent  of  Lord  Melville,  and  Lord  IMeiville  was  ti 
confidential  agent  of  the  state.  Therefore,  in  this  sort  of  speculalio 
in  which  Trotter  engaged.  Lord  Melville  could  guard  against  mui 
risk.  If  two  meo  play  cards  together,  and  a  third  person  stan 
behind  one  of  them  and  throws  hints  to  the  other,  he  that  receives  1 
hints  is  tolerably  sure  of  winning.  Just  so  in  this  business ;  Lord  Mi 
vilie  knew  when  the  navy  bilb  were  likely  to  be  funded,  and  Mr.  Tix 
Cer  could  act  upon  the  itiformation  he  might  receive.  Will  any  a 
say  then,  that  from  such  acting  upon  such  information,  no  loss  wou 
accrue  to  the  pubUc  ?  On  the  contrary,  I  maintain,  that  the  pubJ 
would  suffer  a  loss  of  1  per  cent,  upon  the  discount  of  such  bills.  B 
then,  observed  the  honourable  member,  the  learned  gentleman  dcsin 
the  House  to  go  into  an  inquir)]:!  in  order  to  obtain  farther  evidence.- 
He  would  appeal  tothe  judgment  of  the  House,  Whcihei'  any  forth 
evidence  could  be  necessary  to  enable  it  to  come  to  a  decided  opinL 
upon  the  breach  of  law,  which  the  noble  lord iiijufieJi' confessed?- 
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That  opinion  the  House  was  called  on  to  declare.  Umb  public  bad  ^ 
right  to  demand  it  from  theni.  It  was  said,  that  tl^  House  ought  iio( 
^to  think  of  acting  judiciallyi  of  InAictiDg  punisbment  .without  the  iii}* 
lest  examination  into  the  merits  of  the  accusatioa,  and  affording  th% 
accused  the  fullest  opportunity  of  vindicating  himself.  And  so  |ar  j^ 
the  confession  of  Lord  Melville  went,  he  had  been  already  tried,  ijjs 
would,  however,  defy  those  gentlemen  who  rested  their  objection  sq 
very  much  upon  the  question  of  punishment,  to  show  that  it  was  at  all 
times  in  the  power  of  that  House  to  inflict  any  punishment  on  such  der 
linquents  as  Lord  Melville  and  Trotter.  But  if  the  Hoiuse  should  de* 
termine  on  prosecution  in  any  way  with  a  view  to  puni^mc^t ;  whe- 
ther  by  directing  the  attorn^-general  to  prosecute*  whether  by  mov- 
ing an  impeachment,  or  preparing  a  bill  of  pains  apd  penalties,  whic^ 
perhaps  would  be  a  more  proper  mode  of  proceeding,  he  would  main- 
tain that  the  confession  of  the  party  accused  would  be  evidence'to 
proceed  upon,  and  that  tbe  House  was  now  called  on  to  fu:t,  ^  it  must 
in  every  similar  case,  as  a  grand  jury,  to  pronounce  upon  the  guilt  of 
the  accused.  It  was  strange  to  hear  it  asserted  that  the  accused  was 
not  guilty,  because  no  loss  accrued  from  this  scandalous  transactipn. 
To  those  to  whom  the  loss  of  honour  was  nothiqg,  perhaps  it  might  be 
aaid  that  na  loss  had  arisen.  But  what  was  tbe  Ipsapf  honour  to  that 
government  which,  afker  such  a  palpable  instance  of  delinquency, 
should  preserve  its  connexion  with  the  delinquent?  and  what  is  the 
loss  of  character  and  honour  to  that  house,,  should  it  attempt  by  its  ' 
vote  to  screen  such  a  delinquent?  infinitely  more  than  any  sum  of 
money  could  possibly  amount  to.  Whatever  the  learned  gentleman, 
to  whom  he  had  already  adverted  might  assert,  he  could :Upt  see  thgt 
any  farther  inquiry  could  be  necessary  to  enable  tbe  house  to  decide 

'  that  a  great  public  officer,  who  allowed  his  servants  lo  make  illicit 

'  profit  from  the  public  money,  in  the  teetl^of  an.  act  of  parliament,  was 
guilty  of  a  most  serious  ofiieuce.    The  guilt  consisted  in  the  violation  ^ 
of  tbe  law,  and  it  never  could  be  pretended  that  aj»y  such  violation 
could  be  innocent.    There  were,  indeed,  many  cases .  in  which  the 

'  most  severe  punishments  attached  to  ofiences  .to  which  the .  charge  of 
moral  turpitude  did  not  apply,  but  which  were  criminal  in  conse- 
quence of  the  precept  of  tbe  law.  Such  were  many  of  Uie  offences 
against  our  revenue  laws.  Not  two  years  ago  an  act  was  passed  de- 
claring a  nian  guilty  of  felony,  without  benefit  of  clergy,  if  paper  of  a 
certain -sort  should  be  found  in  bis  possession,  this  sort  of  paper  being 
used  for  tbe  manufacture  of  bank-notes.    Now  the  reason  of  this  sta- 

'  tute  was  thiS|  that  a  man  could  not  be  presumed  to  have  such  paper 

in 


xlt 

fcs  postesskin  but  with  a  criminal  intention.    Therefore  (he  broach 
of  the  act  was  proof  against  him.     And  the  act  of  the  25tli  of  the  king, 
'Hrfaich  applied  to  the  case  under  consideration,  was  drawn  up  upon  a 
^niikir  principle,  ^nd  the  breach  of  it  was  to  be  deemed  the  proc^ 
of  the   crindnal  intention.     Upoil   this   proof,    which  arose  out  of 
the  reason  of  the  law,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  pronouncing  tlie  noblQ 
lord  guilty.     T^ie  noble  lord,  it  would  be  recollected,  retained  the 
oflKce  of  treasurer  for  nine  years  after  he  was  appointed  to  tliat  of 
secretary'  of  state.     [This  was  denied  by  the  chancellor  o(  the  exche- 
quer across  the  table.]     Xo  matter,  resumed  ]Mr.  Fox,  as  to  the  pre- 
cise time.    The  noble  lord  retained  the  office  for  several  vears :  and 
when  ia  that  house  allusion  was  made  to  the  circumstance  of  his  hold- 
ing the  two  odices,  i\\e  answer  from  the  other  side  of  the  house  wasv 
that  although  he  lield  those  offices,  he  only  received  the  saldry  of  se^ 
cretary  of  state,  and  nothing  from  that  of  treasurer  of  the  navy.     Ay, 
that  is  nothing  of  tlie  legal  salary.     Did  not  this  justify  something 
more  than  suspicion  ?     Why  should  the  noble  lord  so  fondly  cling  to 
this  office  of  bis  friend,  Mr,  Trotter  ?     There  were  many  other  per^)ns 
among  even  his  own  relations  who  would  have  been  glad  to  occupy 
this  sitiiatioa.     Bnt  no,  I^nl  Melville  seemed  particularly  attached 
to  it;  and'Wjould  common  .sense,  in^naidering  a  thing  of  this  kindf 
nake  no  inference  from  that  attachment.     Another  objection  aro^e 
against  the  {Iroposed  committee,  from  this  consideration,  that  .he.  did 
not  see  that  any  of  the  difficulties  which  some  gentlemen  complained 
of,  coald  be  removed — that  any  of  the  obscure  accounts  could  be  ex? 
plained.     Those  accounts  were  indeed  cf  such  a  nature,  that  the  par** 
ties  themselves  could  not  uhderstaiKl  them,  and  how  then  could  it  be 
{possible  for  a  committee  of  that  house  to  make  any  thing  of  tliem. 

It  had  been  said  that  the  bouse  should  proceed  with  the  utmost  deli- 
beration in  deciding  upon  character.     But  upon  wlK>se  character  wert^ 
ihey  to  decide  on  this  occasion  ?     Not  c-ertainly  upon  that  of  Lord 
Melville,  for  his  character  was  entirely  gone,  but  upon  the  character 
of  the  house  and  tjbe  government,  which  n)ust  depend  uix;)n  the  vote 
of  this  night.    A:i  to  the  character  of  Lord  Melville,  it  was  so  com? 
pletely  destroyed  in  piiblic  estimation  forever,  that  he  would  veulur<| 
to  say,  that  were  the  vote  of  the  house  unanimous  in  his  favour,  i( 
would  not  hsL\e  the  slightest  effect  in  wiping  away  tl.e  Btigma  that  was 
ODiversally  affixed  to  his  name.     What  then  must  the  world  tiiiuk  of 
retaining  such  a  man  at^be  head  of  the  glory  of  the  coiuitry  ?     It  was 
dreadful  to  reflect  that   the  most  honourable  claims  (honourable  pror 
lefsiona^  should  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of.  a  ipar^witb  w)iose  numa 
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4ligfaotK>cir  WIS  kseparablyassodaCed*— wbo4iadcpiife89edkiiDaetfgtiU^ 
of^Q  itetbf  corrupt  illegality.  Tbte  honoarabie  gentleman  took  iiotte 
of  ^D  ingeoious  imd  forcible  argument  advaDced  by  a  noble  Irieod  te* 
fclnd  him  (Lord  Henry  'Petty),  "vrbose  speech  He  eoaeideredyand  he  was 
Mre  the  hotfsefvlt  it  to  be  tbe  beet  that  had  been  delivered  in  tlM 
bounce  of  tbe  debate.  He  recoHect^d,  that  when  the  rigbt  hoBouMMt 
felitlesiitfn  on  the  other  ftde  '(Mr.  Pitt)  made  bh'mer^  fa  that  houee^ 
)ii8  tir^'^^y  was  in  ^votrr  of  i^orm  and  -again^  comiptioa.  Wi& 
^bsit|4eaC8ufe  did  the  irbuse  listen  lo  him  Aipon  tbat'OcdMion!— -4Mit 
h09  feoon  liras  the  ^Aronifee  of  his  early  years  iibandoaed  i-^ 

"  Qiumtam  motatus  ab  illo." 

Let  'tft6  spe^h  ^hidrtbe  irigfat  faoDoumble  gentleman  >delivered  on -thai 
occasion  be  contrasted  with  that  of  this  ^fvening,  and  the  change  would 
b^^larii^  ?  There  was  somethfflg  also  in  the  <lying  lega<^  of  TioUer 
fothe  lucvy 'office,  thdt  was  particularly  deserviiig  of  «  tteiaik.  It 
kmounted  tothiSy>  that  Trotter  ^d  -to  his  sucoessOre,  **  Now^  as  1  xai 
leliviug  the  pBymaister*8  office,  I  shall  provide  ihctt  not  on6  of  yOO  shall 
^trer  tnake  a  shilling  by  tb^  ^amemeanBtlMtl  have  done."  •Buttfaii 
be  leftks  a  bequ^^t  iafler  tbe  deiath  of  his  ownpower.  He  did  not  wem 
(ttTer  it  while  living.  An  honourable  ^nilenran  had  'exprestedahope 
Aat  some  nxeasui^e  wt^uld  be  adopted  to  prevent  the  vecuTfenoe  of 
feU^h  k  pmctice  as  the  report  on  the  table  disclosed.  'But  sioinea* 
feurte  in  the  shape  of  im  act  of  parliamerit  could  'be  efficient,  if  thia^pre- 
cedem  were  lobe -establf shed,  that  an  act  of  parliaineDt  'Was  ^lo  la 
irioliated  With  imponity.  For  his  part,  when  he  read  ov^r  tbe  evi- 
ttnce,  he  was  rather 'filled  with  disgust  than  indignatic«.  Hewaa 
aBhamed  ofhaving  any  connexion,  even  boitilely,  with  a  perabn  who 
iiad  so  degraded  hiotuelf.  Indeed  itmadehim  asfaanied  of  heing-of  the 
fta&le  class.  HVhat  does  the  evidence  exhibit  ?  A  man  of  such  ipowel* 
lind  elevated  situatiou  as  tbe  ndble  lord  shrinking  'from  answering  tlie 
)}ueBtions  put  to  him,  on  the  ground  that  he'was  not  to  criminate  htftir 
telf;  and  again  saying,  when  the  .question  was- repealed,  that  be  did 
lik^t  recollect  how  far  he  might  have  benefited  by  Mr«  Trotter's  money 
farantections. — Recollect!  Does 'a  meti  apply  to  his  teooiieotidn  do 
such  occasions  and  respecting  sadi  circumstances !  A  •mem/  wfaea 
toked  whether  .he  wasretrer  in  company  with  John 'Koikes,  lor^cample^ 
hlay  tery  well  say, '  To  the  best  of  my  recollection  Lnev^r  hlKwe.' Bot^ 
Vere  it  inquit^d  whether  he  had  not  bei^  kicked' out  of  anDpaDyd>y 
the'sanbe  person,  tM*  attempting  to  pick  his  pocket,  <what'*woi:Ad  faa 
thought  bf  him 'if  Us 'answer  was,  ^  To  flie -'best  of .  my  jf^eoHaot 
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'tfttki  was  B<^i?  Belkks,  ibe  aohle  lord  never  thought  ol  attenptiqg 
any  ex^kmitioti  e#  his  evidence-lill  the  r^ort  had  been  nearly  two 

*'Bi9Dtiift  before  the  bouse.    He  knewnothiug  of  it  till  it  was  printed.-^ 

*  Wkat!  the  report  was  so  long  before  the  house,  of  which  the  noUe 
''iDNi  h  B  member,  and,  though  it  $o  nearly  concerned  hiinselfy  he 

'iievep  kad  the  curiosity  to  look  lb  to  it  until  it  was  printed.  Wha  oan 
iielieveil?    Or  did  the  noble  lord^qnly  begin  to  be  alarmed  when  hfi 

'iMin<i  tfaeeflSect  which  the  prinled  report  had  made  on  the  public? 
Then  he  writer  a  letter,  which  he  bad  much -better  have  left  unwritten. 
It*  was  a  vain  attempt  to  do  away  the  damnation.  He  still  cemauis 
invohred  by  Mr.  Trotter's  evidefioe.  Was  it  not  wrong  in  Mr.  Trotter 
thuato  commit  his  principal  I   Yet  no  anger  is  betrayed  figainsthim 

—no  indignation  manifested  by  the  noble  lord  at  the  slur  thus  jcast 
upon  his  <!faaracter.  But  how-  could  he  blame  Mr.  Trotter  ^  He  must 
have  known  the  whole  transaction.  The  honourable  gentleman  i&ec 
again  adverting  tp^the  situation  to  wUch  the  right  honourable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Pitt)  was  reduced  by  his  taoble  friend,  could  not  help  ask- 
ing how  it  came  to  fMsethat,  although  notice  had  been  given  f^fQVh  * 
mghC  ago  of  the  motbu  brought  forward  this  night  by  bi9  bonPur^ble 
friend,  yet  the  right  honourable  gqatleman  npver  then  allud^  onpe  tp 
the  letter  he  waa  afterwards  to  produce;  nor,  when  be  prcxiuced  it» 
'*did  be  make  any  raentioii  of  the  necessity  of  a  further  inquiry.  liow 
did  this  happen  f    if  he  was  to  believe  the  reports  of  the  day,  the  id^a 

'  ma»  anggested  to4ikn  from  a  quarter  which  he  did  not  chuse  to  dis- 
oblige; though  that  quarter  was  not  generally  supposed  to  be  in  pos- 
eesQon  of  power.    From  whatever  intimation  the  measure  arose,  no 

-^ood  could  be  expected  from'a  committee  of  inquiry.  When  it  was 
known  and  seen  how  low  was  sunk  the  Qian,  who  holds  so  splendid  a 
situaiioo  in  the  state,  what  would  be  thought  of  the  government  ?  in 

'  wh^  light  could  it  be  beheld,  either  abroad  or  at  home }  'fhb  bravest 
'genfifilsy  the  most  gallant  admirals,  the  ablest  statesmen,  have  ab- 
stained from  the  discharge  of  office  while  under  an  accusation,  Ihough 
•coQscious  of  their  innocence,  and  certain  to  comQ  forth  more  spotless 
4haD<before.  Could  the  noble  lord  continue  the  admiuistration  of  bis 
ibagh  department  while  his  character  was  thus  exposed?  The  bouse, 
no  doubt,  «vould  fed  tbe  necessity  oi  speedily  deciding  on  that  point, 

••and  ol  showing,  that  to  innocence  ifa^y  would  i£8brd  protection,  in  de- 
^aace^ioAuence^r  power.  With  respect  to  the  Tioble  lord's  offiar4o 
^wear  positively  Shat  he  did  not  profit  from  ibe  miaaf^opriation  of  th# 

vjffbtiit  oooey,  k  wasxemarkable,  -that  this  offer  was.conftnfcd-jto  ih,^ 
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period  ID  which  Mr.  Andre\v  Douglas*  vrho  wai  now  deiid^  mim  pof* 

master  of  the  uuvy,  but  did  not  at  all  extend  to  the  payinastersfaip  of 

-Mr.  Trotter.    What  was  the  conelusioa  thep  to  he  drawu  fcom  this  f 

'Why*  that  he  was  ready  to  make  oath  as  to  the  paymastersbip  4^ 

Douglasi  because  he  was  dead;  *but  did  not  thtok  proper  to  swear  i» 

to  Trotter,  because  he  was  alive,  ^fhe  honourable  gentleman  made 

9D  appeal  to  the  pride  and  feelings  of  the  house,  and  particularly  to 

that  of  Mr.  Pitt,  advising  him  not  to  risk  the  little  of  reputationihat 

•remained  to  him  upon  this. occ^iou— not  to  stake  this  card  for  bis  last. 

He  concluded  wiih  expressing  a  hope,  that  the  fiicts  exposed  in  the 

Tenth  and  Eleventh  Reports  woijd  provoke  au  inquiry  itito,  and  a 

(reform  of,  the  seveml  departments  of  tlie  public  expenditure,    lie 

trusted  that  there  were  men  around  him  who  would  promote  an  tu- 

irestigation  so  desirable  for  the  cause  of  justice  and  the  interests  of  the 

.'Country. 

'    Mr.  hniberforce  expressed  himself  in  decisive  terms  in  favour  of  the 

motion,    lliough  it  was  not  fully  evident  to  the  boose  that.I^rd  Mel 

"ville  had  any  direct  gain  from  the  transactions  which  were  alluded  to, 

'yet  be  could  n^^t  say  that  his  lordship  had  not  received  accommoda- 

'  (ion  from  tliem.     It  was,  however^  very  clearly  io  evidence,  that  Mr. 

•Trotter  had  acted  on  a  very  large  and  extensive  scale.    If  .the  house 

was  once  to  suffer  a  minister  to  say,  that  ho  Lad  connived  at  a 

•  breach  of  a  law,  by  his  deputy,  a  confidential  deputy,  a  confidential 

-  servant,  constantly  for  a  number  of  years,  aud  that  the  superior  was 

to  be  allowed  to  pass  uncensured,  because  no  personal  corruption  had 

been  proved  against  himself;  if  that  was  once  to  be  admitted  as  a  pria- 

'ciple  by  which  the  couduct  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  to  be  di- 

i  rectod,  there  was  no  security  remaining  ibr  the  fiuthful  discharge  of 

any  public  trust.— -Such  was  the  epinion  which  he  entertained  of  the 

consequences  of  the  loss  of  confidence  and  honour,  that  it  was  beyond 

the  value  of  any  thing  else  which  could  be  set  in  balance  agahist  it. 

Much  as  the  people  of  Kiiglaud  disliked  the  couduct  of  Charles  L  in 

levying  ship  money  without  the  consent  of  parliament,  they  thought  it 

ten  times  worst  that  the  judges  gave  their  opinion  in  favour  of  the 

measure.     When  the  body  that  they  looked  to  for  protection  bad  de- 

Alan^d  against  them,  they  saw  no  resource  to  which  ihcy  could  then, 

lawfully  turn,  aud  the  consequences  were  too  well  known  for  him  to 

.Ibtnk  it  necessary  to  repeat  theor.    The  house  was  now  applied  to  ar 

the  constitutional  guardians  of  the  people's  rights,  and  he  should  dis- 

abiu§a  liis  di*ty  to  lUe  people  to  the  best  of  his  judgment  as  an  upright 
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toeniber  of  thkt  )iou^,  and  as  a  coDscitollous  man,  m  giving  his  Yote 
this  night.  He  thought  that  the  case  was  broad,  plain,  and  palpable 
belbrR  them,  and  gave  the  motion  fats  most  sincere  support. 
•  Sir  C  Brke  observed,  that  as  a  magistrate  and  a  man,  he  felt  him- 
self most  fully  justified  in  declaring,  that  if  Lord  Melville  had  been 
entirely  free  from  any  criminalit^  he  would  have  answered  more  fully 
^d  ooequivocally  than'  he  had  done.  He  therefore  supported  th@  ori- 
ginal motion. 

.  Lord  Archibald  Hamilton  rose,  he  said,  at  that  late  hour,  only  to  re- 
mark, that  no  one  Scots  member  had  spoken  against  the  nefarious  pro- 
ceedings  of  the  two  Scotsmen,  whose  conduct  had  been  the  subject  of 
debate.  He  rose,  therefore,  to  declare,  that  he  should  volOt  for  the 
original  motion. 

Ayes  216— Noes  216. 
.   The  numbers  being  thus  even,  the  honourable  speaker  gave  the  cast- 
iag  vote.— AYE,  ONE:  which  made  217  for  the  original  motion. 

The.other  motions  f^ere  then  put  seriatim^  and  carried  in  the  affirm* 
atife,  without  interruption,  till  they  came  to  the  i  1th,  containing  the 
censure  on  Lord  Melville. 

.  Mr.  Pit4  here  moved  an  amendment  to  leave  out  the  last  words, 
^*  gross  violaUon  of  the  law,  and  a  high  breach  of  duty  i"  and  to  insert 
the  words,  *'  contrary  to  the  ii^tention  of  the  law." 

On  this  a  debate  took  place. 

Mr.  Grey  said,  that  it  would  be  a  scandalous,  dereliction  of  their 
own  duty,  to  say,  that  the  connivance  of  Lord  Melville  in  the  con* 
duct  of  Mr.  Trotter  wa^not  a  gross  violation  of  law,  and  a  high  breech 
•fduty. 

Mr.  PUt  said,  he  would  withdraw  that  amendment,  and  only  move 
to  insert  after  the  words  **  for  purposes  of  private  interest  or  emolu- 
ment," the  words  **  to  Mr.  Trotter,"  because,  he  said,  there  was  no 
proof  or  confession  that  he  connived  at  the  drawbg  out  of  the  money 
Ibr  his  own  interest  or  emolument.  Nay,  he  had  in  his  letter  denied 
it  .        . 

'  Sir  WHUamPultenty  said,  he  thought  this  would  be  reasonable,  pro«  . 
vided  the  words  *'  as  acknowledged  by  Lord  Melville,"  were  inserted*. 

Mr.  Wkitbread  said,  he  had  qo  particular  objection  to  this  amend* 
ment.  The  words  in  his  motion  had  been  left  general,  because  it  was 
oonfessed  that  the  sums  were  drawn  out  for  private  interest  and  emolu* 
ment,  but  not  specified  directly  whether  for  Lord  Melville  as  well  atf 
Mr.  trotter. 

In 


*  fh  thh  vray  {he  mcrtibh  ms  ree4  from  tlie  cbur.    It  t^6tt  Sloo4 

"  That  the  Right  Hon.  Lord  Viscount  MeKiRe  Iiav?Bg  been  fnty 
)b  and  connived  at  the  withdrawing  tVom  the  Bank  of  Enghtlid  (as  ac- 
'   llnowledged  by  Lord  M^lvflle)  for  purposes  of  private  totSBrest  or  eoM)^' 
lumen t,  by  Mr.  Ttotter,  sums  issued  &c.      ' 

Mr.  Windham  contended,  that  after  tlie  clear,  efueidattoo  df  the  case^ 
the  treasurer  of  the  na\'y  could  answer  whether  or  not  he  had  d^rtTe4 
advantage  from  the^public  money ;  and  till  then  the  words  in  the  reso* 
lutions,  ought  to  be  left  ambiguous^ 

Mi».  /br  said,  ^at  the  attempt  to  screen  Lord  MeWille  from  the  re- 
tntt  of  the  previous  resolutions  by  so  trifiing  an  amendment,'  would  do 
the  noble  lord  no  good,  but  would  put  that  house  in  a  very  awkward 
point  of  view.  >  * 

Mr.  Wilberforce  said,  that  not  to  brand  the  tnuMadloii  by  tllo  apt« 
thcts  of  gross  violation  of  the  law,  atid  a  high  breach  of  duty,  after  ^ 
Confession  of  Lord  MelvtUe,  would  be  ignomioions  to  tii*  bouse. 

Mr.  Sheridan  silid,  that  the  amendment  made  the  moHoii  ajBUMt 
nonsense.  To  say,  in  the  first  instance,  that  Lord  Meivitle  Gomiivedl 
Ibr  tikittn  years-^  and  then  to  fritter  away  the  coodasion,  i^ras  a  niost 
extraordinary  way  of  acquitting  bra  .colleague. 

Mr.  Bastard  said,  it  was  impossible  for  any  genllenian  to  tuppott 
such  an  amendment. 

Mr.  jT.  Orenvilk  spoke  to  the  Same  effect: 

*  Mr.  Pitt  persisting  in  his  declaration  that  he  would  take  the  $eoM 
of  the  house,  the  gallery  was  cleared ;  but  on  the  quesHon  being  put 
on  the  motion  as  it  originally  stood,  the  speaker  declared  that  tbo  Ayes 
liad  it,  and  Mr.  titt  did  not  divide. 

life  two  other  motions  were  then  put  and  carried. 

Mr.  fFkifbread  said,  be  bad  of  coorse  a  motion  necessarily  t6  limko 
In  conseqoecce  of  the  resolutions  of  the  lionse  that  day,  but  it  wa$ 
then  too  late. 

Mr  Pitt  moved,  that  the  hoose  should  adjourn  to  Wednesday,  the 
•  lOlh;  • 

Mr.  Poarsul>niitted  to  the  good  sense  of  6xe  house,  wheCher  hi  ao 
untied  fi'moment  they  shonld  adjourn  over  a  single  day.  They  wovld 
ittGHect,  tb^  tbit  ctmniry  was  now  in  the  hands  of  a  disgraced  nai* 
«i«lfy. 

Mr.  Pitt  pleeded  fer  an  adjournment,  and  hinted|  that  it  intight  %e 
necessary  in  the  present  circumstances. 
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Tbe  Hease  aecorftigly  iw^o^nncd  to  l¥fi6niMday,4)le  J4)tht  ^rlieA 

Tiie  Chmcdlor  of  the  Exkeqmr^  ithe  <^fioiii<«(  lie  •e»teied  <be  iwiM^ 
rose  4o  state,  tbaX  ia  conse^ence  of  filie  deeUioo  of  tJie  House  as  a 
£c»nner  "evening,  Lord  Melville  had  tendered  his  resigfiatioa  cf  the 
^ce  of  First  liprd  of  the  Admiralty,  -wl^ch  nesignfttien  ius  Mtj^jesty  bad 
heea  gmeiou^  pleased -to  accept^ 

^r.  Wkitbread  moi^d,  ^bat  the  resolution  which  ttlie  llouse  iiad 
CQQie  to  xe^pecting  Lord  JVIelville,  on  Monday  ^igh^.  be  j;ea4>  wbidi 
l^ii^  r«ad, 

The  honorable  member  rosQ,  and  spoke  toXbe<ibUowmg4!QBci:— : 
Ins^  Sic,  in  pui^aace  of  tlie^nptice  I,gave  on  a  former  eveaiiig,  t0 
snbnut  a/ptopositioii'wbich  is  th^  natural  Qonsequence  of  tberesoliitioot 
that  have  juA  been  read.  This  j^rqposition  is  isf  such  .a  nature  as  f 
cannot  be  induced  to  abandon  by  theno^ificatioa  that^lhe ngh^hc»nor-T 
aUegeoiteman  hes^adq  lo  the  house;  for  ibe  event  ,to  ivbtch  4bei^ 
BOtifieationvitefeFS,  ^y  no  aiean&.answeri^  the  ob^ectof  o^  osotion.  I 
feel  that  «»iieh  9iioi«  i&  due  lo4h^  vote  of  ibis  Houae^  «ndsto  the  feel* 
iiigs  of  the4)ub)ic.  (The  demand  of  public  ju^tice-is  not^t  satisfied* 
If  Ibe  issttetof  the  debate  of  Monday  eveniqg  were  merely  tof  a 
p^riQnal'orfpartiy-imturey  4f  o^ur  object  viaji  only  to  ii^^urcabeiBelingi 
ef  Lord  Melville,  tire  might  be  -satisfied  isith  -his  (leoioveil-from  the 
raspOBsibility,  d^ity,  or  emolument,  attached  to  Ibe  bigfa  eif&DB 
that  fattS'beeo  ^mentioned.  Ae^far  «s  the  principle  of  individual «humi* 
liation  4!aD  exsteBd**  -the  'tnunph  is'complete  indeed. '  But<I  trastit 
cannot  be  iamgiBed  dtat  say  .goatlemen  who  act^ith  meton  this  itn^* 
portant  occasion,  are  actuated  iby  ony  private  or  patty  leelings.  No ; 
Ike  eausejn  which  we  are  engaged  is  of  the  highest  nature.  ^It  is  the 
taoae  oflpublic  Justice.  It.is  tfa&t  which  we  shall  sot  abandon,  4Mit 
stiii  coiitinue  to  urge  from  the  foinftst  motives,  until  'complete  satis- 
faCtioB'flhell  be  obtained.  I  am  Stilly 'a>S9ured  df  thepure  «n4  cxdlted 
views  of  those  by  wiiom  J  have -the  f  honor  to  be  ^suppdtted ;  andior 
myself  •!  can  say,  Hliat  if  J  4coow(myowa  heart  and 'feelings,  I  «m 
compietely  free  from  the  slightest  -  influence'  of  «  vin<lietive<spirtt^*«> 
impeUcd  bya  sense  *of  dutyto-my  country^  to  bring  forward  tbis^ve- 
cfmatioo,  my  opinion  of  the.groimds  upon  which  it  rested  has  been 
justified  by  ^your  t:obearnence.  I  teve  •  appealed  to  you,  wid  ywi 
kswe  igiven  me  your  *vcrdict-^^M<l*  Lf^  3MvHk  has  iem-guiiiy 
rf^gr^afy  Wfpoper  ttmducty  vnd  ^tkat  ht^  tf  cwncj  ^oKnes^fntnuk^ 
mokU  nPfaus' stigmatised  by  the  votedf  tbis-House,  tiMd  ^aware  tfhat 
hemuM;,  in*  €oteequenec,^be  dismissed, -Lof^  Melvi}}e-'has  donetio* 
;  |buig'«iore^&aD  that->w4iich  ^werkldnaiuraDy  suggest  iisrff  to  any 


zlvlii 

man's  feelingB— 'he  has  tendered  his  resignation.  But  although  that  re- 
'6i<mktion  has  been  accepted — although  Lord  Melville  has  fceen  removed 
from  a  high  office,  what  security  have  we,  what  security  has  the  country,' 
that  1k5  may  not  be  restored  to-morrow  to  the  same  office,  or  placed  in 
some  other  high  and  confidential  situation  ?  Js  it  fit  that  any  ground 
for  even  the  apprehension  of  such  a^rcumstance  should  exist  ?  Is  it 
£t  that  a  possibility  of  its  occurring  should  not  he  guarded  against  ? 
It  is  necessi^ry  to  the  dignity  of  the  country— to  the  satisfkction  of 
the  people— to  the  consistency  of  this  house,  that  the  return  of 
Lord  Melville  to  power  should  be  rendered  impossible.  In  reflecting 
upon  the  event  of  a  former  night's  debate,  I  cannot  but  feel  that  it 
was  a  proud  day  for  this  country,  and  I  am  persuaded  that  such  is 
^e  general  feeling.  Can  any  one  who  looks  abroad  for  a  moment 
doubt  the  approving  testimony  which  tlie  people  so  gladly  bear  ?  The 
assembly  of  members  was,  on  that  occasion  numerous.  The  point 
came  to  the  balance,  and  it  rested  with  the  chair,  that  seat  of  impar- 
tiality, to  determine  upon  what  side  it  should  turn. — It  remained  for 
you.  Sir,  without  wounding  any  party  spirit,  to  decide  which  party 
was  right,  and  your  decision  was  founded  in  justice.  That  decision, 
Sir,  was  consistent  with  the  dignity  of  your  station  and  character,  and 
has  secured  you  the  gratitude  of  your  country,  No  where  has  it  pro- 
duced dissatisfation,  but  in  Uie  breast  of  the  criminal.  All  that  are 
lionest,  independeut,  and  just,  rejoice  and  thank  us.  Such,  indeed,  is 
the  exaltation  of  the  people  abroad,  such  is  the  pleasure  that  is  visible 
in  the  looks  oi  the  people,  that  one  might  say  that  our  history  may  be 
read  in  the  nation's  eyes.  After  having  done  so  much,  after  having, 
obtained  so  much  gratitude  from  our  country,  shall  we  not  take  another 
Step  to  complete  our  work  ?  Shall  we  not  render  it  impossible  that  Lord 
Melville  shall  ever  again  pollute  the  councils  or  presence  of  his  ma-* 
jesty  ?  At  the  same  time  that  I  express  my- feelings  thus  warmh%  witli 
respect  to  the  delinquent  who  is  the  object  of  my  motion,  let  it  be 
understood,  that  it  is  my  particular  wish  to  speak  with  the  utmost  dC-* 
liereDce  to  this  assembly^  which  has  conducted  itself  with  so  muoh 
honor.  Let  me  assure  you>  that  if  I  did  not  think  the  motion  which 
I  am  about  to  submit  essentially  necessary,  with  respect  to  the  indivi- 
dual whom  you  have  so  much  stigmatized  by  your  vote,  I  should  not 
press  it  upon  your  attention.  From  all  that  I  have  collected  among 
i^y  own  friends,  who  belong  to  the  party  with  whom  I  hst^ve  the  honor 
to  act,  (and  to  act  with  such  a  party  I  shall  certainly  always  feel  my 
pride  and  honor)  as  well  as  what  I  can  understand  from  the  gentlemen 
\)^hp  gpnerall^  opPPSCi  but  viho  happened  qq  this  pccasioq  to  concuc 

will^ 
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that  &H-ther  ^nd  ii)9re  fAectaal  pi»ce^U>gp  i&l^J?.MW  be  Aa-kiq  acainit 
Jx>k1  Melville. .  O^lief  prpceedfegs  will  up^ftjiU^V  b^Jb*d;  b«it  uptm 
this  QCcassipD  it  i^iUiy  int^t^n  |o  ^MibiQlt  a  R)Qtiqii«  tbe^otTjectrf 
vhicb  will  b«  to  deprive  tbat  liable.  Iqrd  j^  eyeiy  c^vil  ofiga  he-holiis, 
ijuring  tbe  pleasprn  of  the  ctQwp,  4i»d  ^o  disf^l^s^  blip  frop^  hia  aoiys^ 
f;y's  counciU  ^^i  prcse,nce  ior  eyer.-   1  ^sl^  of  ^  rpg|)t  bonoraUe-gta^ 
tleman  opposi^  (Mr.  {^Ut),,^bf.tber  lie  U  prep€^r«(j'to  .m^ke  a)]iledga 
to  that  effect?  la^i^)  ft^k,  vl^tbc^r  tbe  vojt^  ^f  tbis  bous^  Ib^rbiBeii 
trieaied  with  due  ^efi^riqnpie  .iu  ^HQt^ier  ^v^^ec  ?  y^tietber  J^Ir.  .Tifqtlitr 
JiOfl  been  dismk^^d?  (jSjlr.  Caiiping  afsw^rj^d  Yh,}  i  tia9  Wilsoo  aian 
been  dUp;ii$s^d?   (iVjlr.   Canpk^  ai^\>';^e4,  Ng.J    Jk^^I  aay^  tbat 
^U  tbb  ^as  iiecesssfy,    U^  respect  to  (i)fi  dap^svQii  tof  UiUi  houstt 
There  iQay^  bo>vcver^  be  paflici^If^r  r^asp93  wby  Wil$pf> fbouid  QOi  Ini 
dismissed  fof  a  fev  d^ys.    Sofi^e  arra^g/eip^nts  mj^^y  ib^. previously  i>e» 
cessary.     But  i$  it  not  ^^  iutentivn  to  ^lAioiss  Uim  ?  <Mr.  Wbitbreni 
paused  fpr  an  answer ;  bu^  no^  w«^  |;yQn«  and  be  reauaittd.)    Wbt* 
t|»^r  or  not  it  be  Uie  ijitea^n  of>  t}ve  rigi4  bonorai^lie  geDtlenbaa'40 
dij^mi^  \y^dQii,  surel  ^rn  tibfit  ^  ought  to  l^  dismiseed,  and^tbal 
from  bitf  coMduct  ^fpi;e  |)iejcom«ii«i«ij0oer9|  be  iti  unlit  to  hold  ^an]^ 
public  o(fice.     |ie  was ^ijjiepily  ihaaceomplice of  Lovd. Melville ailit 
f  rotter;  and  ^s  \liiom  ik^linquenis  JUaye  been  disuissedy  \V4l80ii  ougM 
cert^i^y  tp  meet  tb^  saQoe  iat«;«     With  respoct  ta  the  course  c^f  pro^ 
iceedu)g  I  mean  hereafter  to  follow  against  Lord  Malvilie  aod  Trotter^ 
1  shall  avail  niyse If  of  4bis  c^ppprtunity  ,to  give W)tice,  that ftk  my 
iofientioa,  immediately  oA^j:  the  ^holidays,  to  move,  ttot  ibe  AUoriiey 
Geo^al  shall  be  directed  to  take  measures  to  eokip^tliose  dsliiaqueiittf 
tp  give  an  aocount  of  the  monies  tbey  baweiiacU  aiui.to  refund  lbs 
profits  obtained  Ui rough  the  aiisappropriation.  oi  lb&f>ub(iG4Xioney# 
As  to  the  way  ia  which  this  pbould  be  done,*  that  tnust  be  left  to  th# 
judgment  of  the/ight  honorable  gentleman  himsolf. .  Tbene  um^othelP 
proceedings  also  wbiph  it  will  be  uecessai^y  to  take.    There  eicnan'y 
dafk  ^i}d  ^lysteripus  points  oonoeioted  with  tlie  Teath  ftepart,  andr 
iC^tber  sul^jfct^  which  inu^t  \m  bcougbt  to  U^t.  *  Ii'i|i  my  purpoee  to 
move  ^n  apf^uiry  into  tibofie  sevecalitJDpica.     It  ia  Msted  in  the  TentM 
SepcM^t.  '^t  ^fip^^oil  9IDn^.bad»  been,  transfenred  from  tlieniipasurf 
of  .the  pa^y  :|o,.9ther.»^l|viQeiu    la  tb»  illegality  lofisuqfi  dondanMb^ 
li^t  b09n9Kbl%.g^tleiQM  oter  against  mev(Mi».' Pitt)  baaxonfesaeA 
itM  be  w^  ft  f^rty  iQ  fi,  ee<|ain  6Ntent#   Tfoe  porposa  fon  which  tranP 
feis  ywx%  \mifi  W^i  be  josenteitipuar  butatill  it  mestbe  recelkttci^C 
tbat Ah^ Irimfeii wes  avim^aliiULof  iJmi  law.:  .libb  violslion is  «4acLtsiis 


tock ;  ^ixiA  wbether  the  {rarpose  fo  which  the  fldohrjr  Wat  tpptteil, 
or  was  not  meritoriou8«  yet  reniaitis  to  be  seen.    Tn  enc}uire  into  thk, 
and  variout  other  transactions,    I  shalJ,   after  the  hoYidirrs,  moVe 
A>r  thfi  Appointment  of  a  select  committee.     Give  me  leave  hem 
•to  ph»«r\'e,  that  nothing  can  be  of  inore  importance  than  that  the 
jpablic  money  should  not  be  disposed  of  by  any  other  authority  thiln 
•the  vote  of  parliament ;  and  here  is  a  (direct,  avowed  assumpttoti '  of 
that  authority.    Whatever  the  pretence,  or  however  meritorious  the 
ebjeet,  I  feel  that  this  withdrawing  of  money  from  one  service  tp 
tnpply  the  purposes  of'  another  at  tlie  mere  will  of  a  minister,  calls  for 
the  naost  serious  examination.    It  is  rather  remarkable,  that  this  prac* 
tice  of  misappropriating  tlie  money  belonging  to  the  treasury  of  the 
oavy,  appears  to  have  taken  place  only  wbih  Lord  Melville  was  In 
office.    No  transfer,  or  even  negociation  for  such  a  transfer,  seems  to 
have  occurred  during  the  time  of  arty  of  those  who  preceded  or  sue-* 
teed  the  noble  lord  in  that  office.    The  reason  of  this  singular  differ- 
ence, und  whether  any,  and  what  justificatioh  can  be  produced  for  that 
part  of  the  ooble  Iord*s  conduct,  may  be  ascertained  by  Uie  roiti* 
mittee,  as  I  most  suppose  that  papers  are  in  existence  to  account  for 
aucb  transactions — that  some  records  of  the  cause  of  such  tbingsr  are 
pr<?served«^tbat  all  the  documenta  respecting  these  particulars  also  are 
liot  burned.    Several  other  parts  of  the  Tenth  Report,  upon  which  I 
shall  not  now  dwell,  and  many  subjects  besides  which  are  not  included 
in  that  Report,  but  which  call  for  examiniition,  may  be  referred  to 
the  consideration  of  the  committee.     I  touchfsd  shgbtly  the  other 
night  on  the  conduct  of  the  Bunk  of  England  in  the  course  of  thia 
transactioo.    It  appears  that  the  oashier  had  not  sufficient  vouchers, 
according  to  the  act,  for  the  money  advanced  to  Mr.  Tiottef.     I  am 
^  V^^vt^i'cri  given  to  understand,  that  there  was  a  slip  or  misfake  in  the 
^^itleoceof  the  cashier  before  the  comtinissioners,  but  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Bank  was  correct.    If  this  be  the  case,  the  imputatibo 
altouM  not  be  suffered  to  remain ;  a  farther  examination  should  be 
.inatityted,  and  may  arise  before  the  committee.    Before  that  com^* 
Wttffe  also  the  right  honorable  gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Pitt)  may 
kava  bia^conduct  inqoired  into,    llsat  right  honorable  gentleman,  ac* 
.  cording  to  what  I  have  heard  in  the  course  of  conversation,  and  in* 
.  4Md  it  is  the  general  rumour,  was  for  years  apprised  of  the  irregular 
.  aaaoner.  ia  which  the  pvblic  money  was  drawn  from  the  Bank  bjr 
;.Trottert  end  tbet  he  never  attempted  to  pat  a  stop  to  that  practice* 
Jl^tu  a  serious  charge  a^gainst  the  right  honorable  gentleman,  and  may 
.  |o  nffmd  Id  the  oas^aidemtioD  of  the  comoiiltee}  before  whom  he 


:M  iiaire  a|>  PJspQrbinity  .for  eacphDation.    Unfe'ss  the  rigbt  hobpn|bli|| 

Ijeotlemao  shall  exculpate  hiioself  from  the  guilt  of  such  connivance^ 

aerious  pvoceedingp  must  be  takea  against  him  also.    ^Vbat !  that  tha 

Aoance  ministar  of  the  CQontry  should  be  acquainted  with  such  pro* 

^eedingSf  as  1  have  evety  reason  ^  believe  that,  he  vvas^  and  not  take 

flieasares  to  prevent  thdir  continuance  ?  Is  not  this  matter  deserving 

•f  iiiquiry  ?.  and)  if  the  rumour  be  well  founded*  of  serious  animaci* 

ipersion  f    The  case  of  Jellicoe  also  1.  would  propose  to  ref^  lo  tha 

aommiitee.     That   certainly  forms   a  serious  charge,    not  merely 

•against  l4V^  Melville,  but  against  other  persons.     If  I  am  rightly  in** 

formed,  the.commiasioners  of  the  treasury  were  implicated  in  the  guilt 

of  this  case,  and  are  responsible  for  the  loss  arising  from  the  debt 

which  Jellicoe's  property  owed  to  the  public.  *  We  have  been  speaking 

«o  much  in  the.  course  of  this  discussion  of  milliotis,  that  perhaps  tHo 

S4,00OK  4oe  from  'the  property  of  Jellicoe  may  not  appear  of  mu(Jh 

-conset|iaeiice.     lodi^t  such  talk  about  millions  has  had  the  effvrt  t  f 

:»akiDgeveathe  right  honorable  gentleman  on  the  other  side  (Mr. 

*  Pitt)  forget  his.aiidimetic*  and  confound  id4  millions  with  18$  mil-* 

isoos.    But  the  case  of  JelUooe.appearf  to  me,  notwithstanding  t^a 

aomparatively  smaller  amount  of  the  sum,   to  be   peculiarly  en** 

titled  to  attention.   ;It  affords' an  .opportunity  of  estimating  the  con* 

duct  of  the  commiasioDert  of  the  treasury,  who  will  Ije  found,  I  ahl 

justiied  in  bijieving,  to  ha,ve  granted  Lord  Melville  a  release. ^rpm 

this  debt  oioatr  improparly,  and  to  have  acted  on  very  false  groundiB^ 

This  triay.  be  brought  to  light  belbre  the  committee.     Perhaps,  alsb^ 

cvidtAce  may  be  Ibund  by  thiact»mmittee,  to  ascertain  ti.at  important 

question,:  wltethf^rXord  Melville  had  any  participation,  and  to  'vbat 

amount,  of  the  profits  resulting  from   the  use  which  Trolter  made'of 

Ibe  public  money  ?    This  is  a  most  material  point  to  establish ;  and  i£ 

it  be  possible  to  get  at  the  fact^  of  this  part  of  the  subject,  I  have  l^o 

doubt  that  the  committae  will  be  able  to  accomplish  it.    The  prinS* 

pal  cause  of  the  suspicion  impressed  upun  my  mind  that  t^ord  Melvi1l%' 

did  participate  with  Trotter  in  his  illicit  gains,  arises,  as  I  baifor^  meii*. 

lioned,  from  the  fond  attachment  with  which  the  nobl^  lotrd  so  long, 

and  ttiider.  tbe  various  €)ianges  of  circumstances,  clung  to  the  ottce  \>f 

treasurer  of  the  navy;  and  ii  is  remarkable,  that  not  one  of  Ais  frie&ils. 

has  attempted  to  account  for  this  attachment  or  to  remove  tlia  A* 

^resa.ion  it  is  naturallj^  calculated'  to  produce.    Thia  omission  td^t 

serve  to  strengthen  the  impressaun  in  the  mibd  of"  any  man,that  tbfrtflb* 

tiv<iof  such  attachment  was  suspicious.    Adam  Smith  observe.  Uiat. 

two  and  two  in  the  cwstonu  don't  alwajrs  ai<ike  four.    Liitt  M«hnH% 
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Mmiighi  4cf  ft^uem>f  ftetrd  in  ike  bdtf k  to  ^odif lihi  of  tha  gmii  U^ 
irgtm  he  had  to  endouvtter  m  the  diifcUarge  hf  hi$  oiheial  dutyv-  and  the 
qttdi#Bity  of  tuslnesA  hV  had  t6  perfomn ;  ^et  thouglA  proper  lo  add  to 
tii&PreM^rf»Mp'of  the  Board  ofCcHitrOt/l^  tfnd  Treiafear«rsiiip  of  the 
Nai^,  Ad.  that  of  Milnflter  of  Wan  I  at*  tbl  floVr  M)i)flt';to^  argo» 
fhattlM  oflle6  of  oredstirer  of  the  naty  is  annlpeessary,  althoufiiit 
fli^pears  ihki  L6rd  Melville  ft)Ad  no  business  to  pertonn.  'f  heil  h# 
fc^iind  it  A^^^  to  aciept  tbe  place  of  S^ci^taiy  of  State ;  tfaeaoi- 
fkx^ of  \fb^th  be  declined,  retaining  the  salart  oiitto  Treasurer  of  tkm 
Nkvy,  aTfliOitgfi  the  one  Tuaa'as  good  as  the  other;  the'^alxi^of  eadi 
B^ing  4000^.  a  year.  It  is  curious  to  think  whatcovkl  have  betetha 
yeuson  of  tbh- preference,  'flese  are  the  circumstaooes  which  hHv^ 
arg^  tne  to  susfiect  Xi6rd  Melviile  of  a  participation  in  the  /M^rhiknitf 
f^oihs  of  Trdttef .  Hdi  ^^hether  he  has  been  guilty  of  this  parttcipa* 
tiou  ornot,  he  st&ndi»  convicted  of  the  most  odious  thiiigiacipu ted  to 
lim :  time'  of  sknctibmng>  the  misapplication  of  the'  public  money,. 
'i  Hib  is  the  principal  article  of  chafge  ajgainst  hia»»  and  this  charge  be 
has  ae^rioviledged.  ^fter  thfe  acknoivledgaieot  Mktn  his  €ffm  moutb^ 
ari^.  th«*  vote  of  this  house  upon  it»  it  wouM  be  ineonsisf^t  WitW  Cbti 
digiiit^'  of  the  coufitry  to  allow  such  a  man  as  Lovd  MlslTiUe  tvte^ 
nrram  in  any  office  uMer  the  crown#  frdn  %hidi  he  can  be  refti^ved^ 
'il}e  rdnovalt/f  Lord  Melville  from  an  office  of  such  high  rank  and 
honor  as  tlie  PreSKtehcy  of  th^  Axiniiralty,  s  no  doubt  a^reat  hpuifti* 
Hatioh;  bn't  yet  it  is  !iic^  sufTicieift  to  sabsfy  the  dada*  df  j^oUic 
justice,  Ota^  hhir'st)^tedl))r  bcydnd  whkh  I  do  not  wish  lo  proceed. 
When  tli^^  ends  arc  attainfed,  the  duty  I  have  undestadoen  will  bO 
discharged.  But,  t!intil  then,  I  should  not  wish  it  to  go  Ibrtliy  that 
(bis  Hbtise  s^iould  evipn  mitiifest  a  disposition  to  ^td)f  sho#t.  If  pu- 
nistnvfei^t'oi^iy  were  our  cfbject,  it  iVlight  perhaps  \k  saidi  tiiat  LorA 
Irl^lvilYe  ha^  hdd  enough  of  that  in  hW  (l^^radattols,  and  whut  hi» 
ibeTmgs  itiust  in  c6nyequenc6  suffer.  But  it  will  be  recollected,  that 
punrsfa^ietit  i^  nfk  oDr  only  object.  E>iample  is  the  great  end  we 
^ottfd^ fiave  ih  iriew,  And  that  end  we  shafl  not  haife  reached  until 
the  crirArhal  shall  liave  Suffered  all  the  conseqfieh6e»  that  ^ould  justly 
attach  to  iis  trittie.'  If  Lord  Me!<ril!te  shoifid  escrijje  thoie  Conse* 
qu^rlcfcrs;  we  !^h*M*  not  hive  doiie  our  duty.  *  Iridei?p8ndeut  of  tU^ 
OfRcei'and^rtkJdments  held  by  Lord  31clvil!c,  I  liiitletstind  that  sidfce 
fas  fast  acoessibii  to  ad ifiiilis tuition,  tvcn  wiihin  the  last  year,  he  hda 
had  ftSfetW.  a  year  cbiitbiYbd  on  hlhi  for  life,  In  addition  to  the  re* 
tf  noe  of  &  ^atetit  offxcc  he  holds  in  f^cotlund.  This  noble  lord  bad, 
it  se?i9s,  rttiltd  S6nt  piibHt  affiiirsi  as  it  was  said,  for  liffe.  But  the 
«'.w-J-'  «j  circum* 


fMflKtHfidte,  noH  df  die  tmtXrj^  but  d*  the  j^AKar  ^B  akd  hi^ 
B^ty  6f  tlte>iglitliont>HbIe  ge^tlem^  on  tbe  other  side  {hit,  VAi)i 
ttit  the  iiotlde  lord  if^om  his  MtirB>hicntt  ftitd  het>eeMf^  fttnetiiMr  ^ 
Me  adn^tiiftfuikHi  foAridd  by  dib  right  4ion«irtble  gentfemon.    Tke 
dblebrd  ttas  &p{iointcd  to  anbiBed,  ihB  fiMH  in  tdtik^  p<»w«f;  aiitf 
latroVii^,  iii  tfie  cotint)^,  w!th  the^^ceptie^  of  that  <)ii)y '^hich  If 
ield  by  tb^  righ^  honorable  gi^ntlemtfii«<Mr.  >itt).    But  yoe  tliAt  Wa» 
tot  suflident  tb  cc^teitt  Loyd  ^^elvillei     Noj  he'must  b6  iddoced  19 
icc^t  It  by  tbc  g^ant  1  have  already  alluded*  to,  of  1 3odL  a  ytof  fof 
8fe.    Fte^rrous  to  thts  ad(<Ftion,"  a  grant  tvks  uiad^  to  Lady  Melvillcf 
wtof  the  public  money.  '  The  liieAts  6f  *Lady  Melvill^  dre  cjuite  out 
tf  tbe^nestion.     AA  tlm  liberality'  mAstbe  considered  as.  dcbnipli* 
la«t  to  the  vertices  ainl  chal-actef  of  Lord  Melville.     But  there  \t 
80!&^{hinrg  very  nsysteriotis  about  Hhis  grant..   It  was  made  in  a  very 
cknJ<*stine  *mabier.  *   In  point  of  faet,  under  such  circumstances,  there 
sgood  feason  to  believe  tbat  those  who  fixed  their  names  to  the 
gfant  were  hot  afware  of  the  nature  pf  it.     It  was  ihdced  one  of  tho^d 
|ftmt$  that,  I  fancy,  'il  never  was  expected  that  any  investigation 
ife«ld  take  J)lace  respecting,  or  perhaps  that  it  wOuId  evet  be  i\Q^ 
lk«d.    I  have  reason  to  entertain  strong  doubts  that  the  grant  of 
15001,  aty^f,  as  ah  addition  io  Lord  Melville's  salary  IB  Lord  Privy 
Real  6f  Scotliand,  is  not  valid.     If  revocable,  it  certainly  ought  to  be 
revoked  iTnd^r  llie  motion  I  mean  to  submit.    This  hiolion,  which, 
tiodef  all  Hhe  cifcuni^tahccfs  of  the  case,  I  have  tliought  ic  my  duty  to 
bring  forward,  will,   I  trust,   meet  the  approbation  of  the   House. 
Oentym^o  ^^o  hqho#ed  me  ^ith  their  support  to  the  resolutiotis  on 
(be  (able,  c&thtot  cbni^isteiitly  refuse  to  concur  iu  this  proposition, 
^bicbis  the  natut^i  result  of  Ihose  rcsolutiotis.     Even  many  of  the 
geatl^eft  who  differed  \vlth  me  on  a  former  evening,  from  &  vrish  for 
a  fiirther  enquiry,  tvill,  I  hope,  seeing  that  such  decisive  resolutions 
baVe^be^  adopted*  support  the  consistency  of  the  House,  by  Voting    . 
%ith  me  on  this  occasion,  should  ihe  gentlemen  on  the  othet  side  press 
tliis  question  to  a  dtvisibn;    The  honorable  member,  after  repeating 
the  opinion,  that  he  had  good  grounds  for  believing  that  a  decisive 
nsjo^iiy  concurred  with  hith  as  to  the  necessity  of  this  measure,  con- 
cluded with  moving,  '^^hat  lUi  humble  address  $hould  be  pres^ted 
tb  his  Majesty,  pf^yihg'  thstt  he  Would  be  graciously  pleased  to  dismiss 
LbrdMel^lft^  from  all  offices  held  by  him  during  pleasure  aiid  alio 
^H>6i  Ids  cddncih  aind  pfeietice  for  ever.^' 

l^t.CtMng  rOs^  to  o^ypose  the  arguments  of  Mr.  Whjtbre$f!l.  Bow« 
£^  Aetirdus'  the  bOfadfttble  geiftleman  might  have  bee&oC^isc\B!iX&;vn% 


isy  otW  moUvH  fbr  the  coarse  he  pursued;  than  t^httt  pttet^M 
£ronia  wish  to^i^UblUb  an  example^  be  ccfuld  not  help  CbiskiDg,  and 
|»e  w»  sure  mwj  more  were  of  the  saoie  opinioUt  from  the  to)Mft 
vbich  the  honorable. gentleman  had  tntrbduced*  and  the  time  be  baA 
adopted*  that  he  had  been  actuated  by  something  more  than  by  the 
ipotiv^he  had  alledged.    The  honorable  gentleman  had  given  a  spe- 
fimen  oC  the  spirit  by.  which  he  was  actuated  when  he  set  oat,  with 
fasertii^  that  what  Lord  Melville  had  done  in  obedience  to  Che  resolu' 
tions  and  wishof  the  house,  which  lie  himself  was  by  no  means  disposed 
to  find  £E^ult  withj  now  that  it  had  become  the  act  of  the  Hoose,  was 
imputable  to  him  as  an  aggravalioa  of  his  guilt»  What  would  have  been 
the  feelii^s  and  the  animadversions  of  the  honorable  g^ntlemati^  what 
his  expressions  of  indignation  and  resentment,  if  the  house  had  met 
this  ctay»  Lord  ^lelville,  instead  of  bowing  to  its  decisions,  atUI  ooo- 
liouing  to  hold  the  ofTioe  of  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  ?  Would  ft 
pot  have  ma4c.that  the  ground  of  further  and  increased  invective'? 
lie  was  sure  tlie  honorable  gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  George  Ponscni* 
by) 9  who  had  urged  his  suffering  Mr*  Trotter  to  continue  in  office^  ai 
au  accusation  of  his  conduct,  would,  in  the  present  instance,  if  be  po»* 
sessed  any  of  the  character  or  spirit  of  a  British  lawyer,  confess  thai 
bis  accusation  was  unfair,  unfounded,  tyrannical,  and  despotic.    With 
/regard  to  Mr.  Wilson,  he  still  continued  in  the  same  ofiice  which  fie 
before  held.    The  honorable  gentleman  had  asked,  whether  be  t6o 
bad  been  dismissed  ?  The /right  honorable  member,  as  fiir  as  be  couTd 
discover,  had  do  reason  to  think  that  Mr»  Wilson  had  been  in  any 
way  implicated.     Mr.  Wilson  had  been  one  of  those  who  bad  teen 
reported  by  the  commissioners  as  having  given  reluctant  testimony* 
,IIe  was  convinced  that  a  more  conscientious  officer  did  not  exist.  -  *l( 
the  decision  of  the  House  should  be  declared  against  continuing  Mr* 
W^ilsoH  .in  pHice,  he  should  deem  it  his  duty  to  obey.^  The  honorable' 
geutlciniiii  bad,  iu  advertuig  to  the  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Hoiffie 
«(i  a  former   ni^ht,  dwelt   with  exultation  on  tlie  virtue  that  bad 

ft  ■  ^^ 

been  displayed.  The  honorable  gentleman'  might  have  advert^  to 
many  instances  of  equal  virtue,  not  only  in  the  best  periods  of  the 
DUist  distinguished  times  of  our  history,  but  he  might  also  have  foonj 
a  similar  iustance  of  patriotic  conduct  iii  ir9^»  ^hentWo  noble  Ior4^ 
(Lords  Grey  and  St.  Vincent)  were  on  their  trial  before  the  -Hoolfi, 
under  similar  circumstances.  These  noble  lords  had  been  iheo.  de<* 
fended  by  their  political  euemie:^ ;  and  the  nobfe  lord,  the  object  Df 
|he  motion  of  this  night,  had  fought  in  that  House  many  obstnittte 
battles  in  their  defence.    This  uoUe  lord,  wh'd  hdd  acted  "eo  geifft^ 

rously 


1.: 

fDtisljrea^that  QCca8ton,^so  far  from  expcrieocing  equal  geiierosi(f»  vna$ 
aow  persecuted  and  bunted  down ;  aud  by  whom  ?  by  the  friet.ils  $^ 
Lord  Grey  and  £arl  St.  Vincent.  He  congratulated  the  gentlemen  on 
their  sense,  true  ^AnU  ^^  virtue^  and  prayed  God  Attnlglity  toforblS 
that  be  abould  eter  imitate  their  example. 

Mr  Grty  and  Mr.  G,  ponsonjkjf  rose  at  the  same  tiine.— Mr.  Ponson^ 
by  havii^  with  aomedifficuhy  given  way,  *^ 

Mr.  Grty  said  it  was  impossible  for  nim  on  the  sort  of  appeal  made 
by  the  honourable  gentleman  who  spoke  last,  an  appeal  which  coiiW 
have  no  adrantageous  effect  whatsoeN'er  for  persons  whose  chahictera 
were  under  consideration,  not  to  offer  himself  for  a  few  momenis  to 
the  House.    The  honourable  gentleman  congratulated  him,  and  those 
about  him,  on  what  he  was  pleased  to  term  more  than  Spartan  virtue, 
of  being  insensible  to  the  support  which  Ihcise  who  were  most  dear  to 
ftem  bad  formerly  received  from  the  person  now  under  accu8ati6n  ; 
snd  the  honourable  gentleman  at  the  same  time  represented  that  thia 
penon  haJ,  on  thai  occasion,  fought  the  most  difficult  battle  ever  re- 
Of  mbered  m  that  Hpuse.    He  begged  the  honourable  gentleman  anS 
tLe  House  to  recollect  the  circumstances  of  that  transaction,  and  on 
(be  strength  of  that  recollection  he  disclaimed  and  denied  the  diiSculfy 
ao  broadly  stated.    The  noble  persons  alluded  to  bad,  in  that  instance, 
Jtcfived  support  from  those  who  bad  recommended  them  to  the  crown, 
cod  among  tbe  few  solid  glories  of  the  last  war,  he  hoped  to  be  allowed 
to  rank  the  services  they  bad  perforaied*     He  lioped  to  be  allowed  also 
to  claim  credit  for  their  conduct  in  not  flying  from  inquiry,  in  not  seck- 
it)g  shelter  in  delay  and  subterfuge,  but  boldly  and  candidly  appealing 
to  the  justice  of  tbe  House,  aud  de$iring  the  strictest  investigation.— 
pnder  these  circumstances,  he  disclaimed  the  idea  that  auy  benefit  had 
been  conferred  on  tliero.    The  defence  afforded  on  that  occasion,  wat 
no  more  than  was  due  in  justice,  to  the  country,  and  what  those  who 
bad  recommended  the  officers  whose  conduct  was  under  discossioo 
owed  to  themselves.     This  was  the  sentiment  of  the  honourable  gen« 
tiemanwbo  moved  the  amendment  at  the  time,  being  of  opinion,  ^at 
the  original  resolutions  did  not  express  fairly  the  sense  that  ought  to  be 
entertain^'d  of  the  conduct  of  these  noblemen.    These  noble  persons 
bad  been  recOii^mended  to  the  crown  to  conduct  an  arduous  enter* 
pcue,  aad  tliey  bod  succeeded  ;  they  afterwards  encountered  difficul* 
lies;  and  tbo  House  was  of  opinion,  on  full  consideration  of  the.  case, 
Aai  ao  blaoH  wat  to  be  impated  to  them.    No  benefit  was  theretbro 
aooferred ;  and  if  any  person  conceived  it  was  a  favour,  that  person 
pnust  bavo  a  giftreut  view  of  the  case  from  what  he  had.    With  res<» 


f9e^  ta  the  isofint  a^sunie4  for  r^coijuni^iDg  witbout  partialUy  pereoos 
^aH  parties  for  the  public  ^rvke  gf  the  artx^v  r.'.d  :uivy,  he  ^Tg^ 
tke  House  to  recojlect,  that  if,  iiistpad  of  enaploving  thos»*  loentcruiu? 
^c^ra  )yho'wete  bejst  qualified  to  serve  the  counUy,  privatt;  jjique  41^ 
narrow  considerations  were  to  prevail,'  to  the  exclusion  of  those  merir 
torious  officers,  and  to  the  employment  of  others  less  capal>le  of  pro- 
moting the  national  glory,  the  person  who  would  act  on  such  a  svstpo^* 
woulcl  be  guilty  of  a  gro^  derejiction  of  public  duty.     The  perscus 
l^t  quMited' to  att^n  the  objects  the  country  looked  for,  wer<3  in 
these  instamies  above  all  others  ^o  be  calied  upon  by  those  at  the  he^ad 
of  affairs,  without  any  consideratioo  of  political  animosity.    As  to  ih« 
^fHcuky  of  the  battle  fopghl  jq  th^  House  for  tl:ve  noble  persons.  wl)o&^ 
condi^pt  was  then  luider  di^ussion ;  the  lionourable  geptleman  was^ 
thfii  a  member  of  the  Houses;  though  he  did  not  take  a  part  in  the  de- 
bal€»,  he  niight  therefore  have  reooHected  that  the  minority,  on  that  oc-) 
oasioBj  apKHmted  o^ly  to  siH^t^en,  the  odd  sixteep  of  the  other  nigfat,-^ 
Where  tlien  wiifS'th^  (iifficqlty  that  the  honourable  gentleman  had  re* 
presel)^,  Ufy^  tbe  extr^rdlioary  merit  and  exertion  of  the  person 
wl^ose  conduct  waS'  now  upd^r  consider  anion,'  to  obtain  the  dccisioa 
then  i^^e.-    It  was  not  agreeable  to  him  to  enter  into  these  particu- 
laff,  bMt  h^  could  opt  sj^  silent  under  the  unprovoked  and  ili-judgied 
allusion  of  th^  ho^ioMrable  geotlem^^ — ill-judged,  for  the  character  aad 
t^  cause  which  the  hoppMrable  gentleman  was  supporting.     For  )iim-> 
S(8lf,  however  warnf^ly  b»  itU  at« times,  no  one  was  generally  less  liable 
to  excess  of  warmtti— i^  was  nql  in  his  nature ;  the  honourable  gentle- 
umii  4id  pot  kiH>w  him ;  but  tkooe  who  did  knpw  him,  knew  tltj^t  be 
was  inci^pable  of  holding  ptrmanent  resentpept  against  any  oian ;  it 
W9fii99pO!saib|^he  could  have  any  against  the  nobW  lord  whose  coodu^ 
yf%9  now  tlie  subject  uf  debate.    He  would  bear  testimony  for  his  iior 
Qourable  frieiid  who  had  made  tlie  motion,  that  his  was  a^  little  likely 
tp  be  act«aled  by  such  feelipg^,  and  the  House  ^ould  go  with  hini  ia' 
tht  ^liiliirstaiidiilg^  thai  tbe  only  motive  was  1^  sepse  of  duty,  which 
t)i^  bud  samrtiened.-^He  W9»  of  opinion,  t^at  if  any  blame  lay,  it 
was  for  not  being  suflifieptly  wvefe.    The  honourable  genOeman  said, 
Mb  attaok  ^as  puraued  with  blll^rpess.    That  it  was  maintained  wiiii 
8tfe«gth  he  irv«B  lendy  to  fljlow ;  \>\^i  that  there  wa3  uo  rancour  in  pnegr 
auEig  ttie  House  to  a  deqlaratioi^  of  its  just  sense  oh  delinquency  so 
clearly  estabUabcid,  was  what  he  maintained,  and  he  was  sui^^.tLei 
Hwt»  woodd  go  with  him.    If  U  were  t^e  gcaiernl  s^ntim^nt  of  ib^ 
Uou^e  thai  the  present  motion  should  n^K  hfi^  now  prqs^ed,  lye  should 
not  bd  to  prwi^g*  it  u  btit.  lUI  sooe  bcttei  reasoa  could  be  oflfeitd.om 
I  3  *  the 
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tlM  Other  mAe  i]\mi  tliose  U^gecl  hy  \h€  lionoiirable,  gentlerana,  he 
thougiit  ilie  Hoii«e  having  come  to  the  resolution  timt  ike  nuhK*  iurd* 
vas  guilty  of  a  gn-fs  violation  o4'  the  la\v,  and  culpable  neglect  ot  hil. 
ckty,  the  ll<«j*«t!  would  not  sustain  its  cJiarartpr  if  such  a  re;5<jlulK>n; 
VHi  wjfftTerJ  lo  rrnmin  on  the  journals^  witlk^ut  heinR  followed  up.^-r: 
Xutliio^  J<k'».  arguniciH  Imd  betu  blt-ndod  with  the  H})pral  made  to  4ho,, 
pnssiofis  of  tlic  IJoufie,  fi om  the  other  side.  His  honourabie  friends 
kd  beeo  niisrepresrnted  v.b^n  he  wr.s  stated  to  have  said,  that  wh4i> 
the  honourable  gentleman  had  called  an  act  of  humiliaiioa  Mid  defer-* 
eoce  to  tlie  sense  of  ibe  IIoiirp,  was  an  ^ggruvalitm  of  hia  guilt.  What 
kis  Majesty's  uiioiatcr,  the  friend  of  ihe  hobLp  lor<jii  hw\  elated »t^tr 
iJie  itoble' lord  liad  tendered  bis  Tosi^ation,  and  tlj^titUad  hei  n  ao-f 
erptod,  would*  in  other  circurastancoSy  be  ^uiTiojent.  Ad  Jo  ibt  ^ues-i 
tion  put  by  tiie  honourable  geptleiaan,  of  an  adjqumi«eixt  for  the  da^i 
ii)  the  express  expectation  that  iris  Alajesty'^  ministers  would  do  theif* 
duty  by  dismissing  Lord  MvKillc»  npt  wab:the  iiHeution  that  it  should^ 
be  leit  a  matter  of  choice  to  Lord  Melville,  as  it!\vas  the  sens^e  of  tlie> 
House  that  the  no^ih  lord  thpnii,  be  fjetnov/ed  from  hi,«i  M^yeaty't  ^coAinr; 
oils  fur  tver.—r With  a  neso)utioi\ of  t^iB  kiad  oi^i  lUe  jouroaiii  of  >tWit> 
Houie,  he  oonooivcd  it  imppaiiible  U9ti  Melville  oouid  hotd  aoy.siitit-' 
atioox)f  tniat  or  confidomQ^.-^^OConpeivipg  eoove  surpdse  to  be^jcprev^t 
Bed  by  Mr.  Pitt  at  this  idea.)  jf  tb^sjri^t  bonourab^e  gcotleaiaa  ooeant 
to  iotimiate  tba,t  tJirre  was  aDvi  daogct*  of  audi  faa  event*  it  was  particun 
krly  fit  to  gumrd  against  it:  but  he  still  coutiniied  to  6ay>  that  after, 
such  a  resoloticHi^'tkioe  was.no.dap^r  of  the  noble  lord's  being  ap^i 
pointed  to  any  u(&ce  of  trust  Still*  iiowever^  the  ixible  lord .  Mtas  a. 
loember  of  iita  iVlajesty's  9^^ '  comociU  And  he  ought  to  be  so  no  lub-'t 
ger.  In  Scotlaod  ;the  offices  wbicb  ihe  noble  lord  hi:ld  were  chiefly  fen 
life;  but. lis  held. others  duiiog  pleamre,  and  he  otight  to  be  rpjnoved) 
^n  thqiot  if  the  justice  of  the  Mouse,  or,  of  the  c0untry«  was -to  bitr 
satisfied.  If  Lord  Melville  bad  bad  an  increojse  of  bis  salafy  as  Keeper: 
of  tlie  Privy  Seal  of  Scotland,  on  his  coming  into  the  oAice  of  Firsts 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  he  hoped,  if  it  was  intended  on  bis  retiring'^ 
from  the  Admiralty,  that  he  should  retain  that  and  all  his  other  iio^r: 
nours  and  cxnoluments  the  good  sense  of  the  House  would  put  a  iiCi* 
g^tivc  on  that  intention.  Till,  therefore,  sonic  better  arguments  wore^ 
adduced  than  the  appeal  to  the  feelings  and  delioacjr  of  the  House^^ 
he  should  persevere  in  supporting  the  motion,  lie  lad verted  i  to  the 
charge  so  unwarrantably  made  on  his  honourable  and  learned  fileud !  . 
behind  him  (Mr.  Ponsonby),  who  was  accused  of  conduct  inconsistent 
wiib  British  law  and  British  justice,  of  tyrannkal  aod  despotic  priQ'»^ 
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dples  in  prfeSBipg  tbe  ponishihent  of  this  delinqai^iicy.  He  hmd  beM 
called  up  by  the  personal  allusion  that  had  been  made  by  the  bocour-' 
able  gentleman ;  but  being  up,  be  thought  it  right  to  9tate  thus  iar  bis 
reatom  for  supporting  the  motion ;  and  he  saw  nothing  in  all  the  ho- 
nourable gentleman  had  uttered  with  so  much  rant  and  fury,  to  in- 
duce bim  to  alter  bis  opinion.  The  motion  was  a  necessary  cpme- 
quetice  of  the  resolution  of  the  former  night,  and  ought  to  be  support- 
ed by  every  friend  to  the  honour  of  the  House,  to  the  justice  of  the 
country,  and  the  character  of  admintetration^ 

Mr.  Pmmmh^  was  snre,  th^  after  this  vety  marked  personal  allusion 
which  the  honourable  gentleman  who  spoke  on  the  other  side  had 
made  in  so  very  broad  a  numner  to  bim,  there  was  not  a  member  in  the 
House  who  would  notexcosehlm  for  so  inunedtately  pressing  himself 
upon  its  attention*    He  owed  ibis  t6  that  "value  he  had  always  had  for 
te  good  opinion  of  the  House  since  he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  mem* 
ber  of  it;  but  that  good  opinion  was  doubly  due  to  him  dnoe  the  vote 
of  the  last  night  of  tneeting.    1  he  gtx)d  opiniofi  of  an  assembly  so 
ramd^  so  exalted,  so  justly  estabtlshtd  in  the  admiral  aad  gratitude 
of  the  oountry,  and  so  honourably  entitled  to  the  applause  and  appro- 
bitioii  of  the  ii^orM»  eould  not  but  be  matlttr  of  inomsing  valoe  to 
every  man  who  could  elalm  the  happiness  to  ei^oy  any  portion  of  it. 
The  boooorable  gmtleman  said*  if  he  had  imbibed  the  principles  of 
Bntish  law,  he  would  not  have  advanctxl  the  tyrannkal,  despotic^  and 
arbitraty  doctrines  ha  had  maintained*    He  was  eatremeiy  uniorta^ 
9«te  if  he  had  advaaced  such  doctrines.    But  he  was  not  aware  tliat 
he  httd.    It  was  in  his  rfcoUection  that  he  hnd  btai  followed  in  that 
debate  by  an  honourable  and  learned  gentlei|umi  not  less  hi^  in  aa^ 
tfaority  for  legpd  knowledge^  than  he  was  in  legal  stfttion,  <tiie  Master 
of  the  Rolls).    That  honourable  nid  learned  gentleman  bad  dtoi  him 
dbe  honour  to  notice  some  part  of  ^bat  hiul  fallen  from  him ;  apd  if 
be  had  been  guilty  of  uttering  those  arbitrary,  tyrannical,  and  despotic 
sentimeBts,  mhich  the  honourable  gentleman  chai|;ed  od  him,  he  was 
auve  they  woaki  not  have  escaped  his  animadversion.    When  the  fao^ 
joourable  genilemaa  8upp6sed  bim  deficient  ia  the  principies  of  British 
law,  he  conveyed  an  idea  of  disttnctton  of  countries.    He  was  not 
.ashamed  of  his  country  1  and  he  trusted  his  country  would  never  hat^ 
«ceaaion  to  be  eshamed  of  him.    But  if  the  honourable  gentleman 
.placed  a  value  op  Bri^h  blood  and  British  connexion,  he  could  boast* 
that  as  good  Britiah  hbod  flowed  in  his  veins,  and  his  British  coooex- 
ians  were  as  bonoorable  as  those  of  die  honourable  gentleman ;  and 
4hoii|{h  he*co«I4  nut  bo^stof  those  talents^  whi^h  at  sp  early  a  perked 
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oT  1%  njsed  .tise  fabXlouraUe  gchtleman  to  tbftt  bi^li  M^Udn>  wlrieh 

otbiers  could  attain  ooly  at  a  late  period  of  life,  by  cofistant  atkl  toilr 

tome  exertion  i  t&ough  hcj  who  had  bat  tlow!y  and  gradoally,  and  at 

a  mature  age,  attained  the  inoc^rate  elevation  oo:  which  he  iCood^ 

ooold  not  boast  of  such  talents  br  such  fortune,  it  was  soma  c^Mola^ 

tbn  Co  him,  that  he  bad  never  before  been  cbirgeid  >tith  b^iag  the'iidt 

irocale  of  arbitrary  [>ower.    He:  Wished  the  honoprable  ganileman^ 

therefore,  m  future,  if  be  ^hblild  do  l)im  the  honour,  t^  aoueo  ^^Ai^ 

ihookl  fM  (r6m  him,  to  confine' himself  to  trhat  he  kadaat^l.    Being 

forced  up  by  the  personal  allusion  made  to  him,  (w'shoold  take  the  opt 

portanity  to  say  a  feW  woMs  to  the  question  before  the  House.     The 

right  honourable  geiitkinan  oppos&te  hUd  notified  that  Loi«d  MelvUle'* 

lettgaatibD  had  btien  tei^dered  and  iKrteptedv  but  the  right  hdnoarabk 

lentleaaan  had  not  at  the  same  time  M>tified  that  this  w«e  >to^  be  the  ooo* 

dttsiott  of  Lord  U^lvilte's  ^oliucal  hfe.    Tbei  tesignation  was  but  eti 

act  of  obedience  due  to  the  sense  of  the  House;  but  if  it  was  to  be 

anderilood  tbut  j^iis  obedience  wa3  to  conclude  ihe  noble  lord's  politic 

cslcareer,  he  had  so  little  personal  hostility  to  him,  so  little dispositioa 

ie  press  on  bis  feelings,  or  to  aggravate  his  fall,  that  be  vfOuM  be  dia* 

fxised  lo  aequiesce.     But '  it  nerafetined  now  matter  of  cotislderatioqt 

Whether,  having  ceesed  to  be  Fivst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  he  &houl4 

still  be  suffered  to  hoM  his  other  officer  of  trust  an4  einolisinem  ?    He 

was  a  naember  of  the  privy  cOimoil;  end  when  ptrsone  bad  iwep  struck 

off  the  list  of  Aat  council  for  what  they  conceived  their  duty  dictated^ 

-aed  without  atiy  vote  or.  resolution  of  the  Hduse  ef  CoKiinoiia,  was  i( 

iiot  natural  that  the  House, '  having  passed  such  a  resolution,  sheoU 

expect  suoh  a  respect  for  it?    He  would  put  a  case:  Supposing  t^b 

personal  friends  of  Lord  MelviHe  in  credit  aad  power  in  his  Maj«8t/s 

eotmctle,  and  suppose  their  creatures  coihintmUy  representing  Lord 

Melvilh^  as  ati  injured  iovfividual,  hunted  down  by  unjust  pers^ution ; 

if  the  public,  during  i^  vacation,  should  be  cowtimially  impressed  widi 

the  famocence  of  this  injured  ^minister 'hry  the  venal  advocalws  tiMt 

could  be  so  easily  mustered  in  his  cause,  faesarW^no  reasons  why  be  Qiay 

not  before  the  next  session  be  rnstored  to  his  fotmer  siluaeioA  in  thi 

cabinett    )f  the  right  bonuurable  gen^eifiaii  gavejreeeen  te  uodee^ 

cCiiid  that  this  was  to  ba  the  end  and  issue  of  the  aoWe  lor^'^  pnUic 

life,  he  was  not  averse  to.  the  .lenity  el  stopping  the  esosttce ;  but  neit 

there  was  nothing  to  prevent  his  return  if  his  Majesty's  ssinislew 

thought  proper  to  advise  his  Nl^^y  ^  eiupioy  bin.    Ilefe  vae  uq 

security  at  present  against  the  n^-^^mpkyoifiv^  of  I^rd  Melville  or  aajr 

•ther  f  erspn  in  bfce  cifcumslaoces.    M  to  the  ^|k^  perlii -^  tjm  bM|- 

b2  ness. 
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I^eaty*  h(\could  pot  cnoseot  to  let ihetn  oie^  into, obllvipn.    ^Wlien  ih^ 
piib\'\Cfli\oueygo^  Mito  ibe  lu^uds  oi  ageuts,  .or  auy  other  iiauds,  intu 
j%'!iiv;U  i,t  ought  not, to  liajfie^ot^  it^}y<iL$  ^e  duty  of , jt^rli^uu^ot  to  have 
|l;««XOU|Ued  lor  iijmi  rcslorfid  to  th^  j»ul>iic^     lie  w«u^  also  adbertj  b- 
^xMy  to  t])e  oUi/er  jioiiiUi,  tLiit  lUe^csui^  ai  tlte  he^d  of  tho  treasury, 
<ibL:}}n;sidiug  fover  tlte  wjiqlts  adiuiium^Htiyn  of  the  public  iiH>i^yr  hii4 
lAJtsn  giiiUy  ori:ulp*ibie  ntjgjigeijcc  in ^  qverlpoking.  fAi^'ir  trausaciious. 
i^d-wttSioot  i^ftom^  ta^iiipuffi  if^y  fW^p^Pg^-T  iBotiyei  to  liie  right ho- 
l^urablo  geiitleW»!M.  Vif:l«iM»'fM.>!l^  ^^l»''ge  |ig)i?tly;  hi^^itaRpiiarediii 
tbo  report  tiiatiiis  Hifxn^U^tc^di^iicn.,  vr^^tjax,  and  ^  a  .representative 
ot'  llie  feopka  it  w<ife>:^  dii^ty  to  c<Ui  liii^i  tuai^ouiU;  for  though  he  was 
lioturBHtibh  lavr^ri^r,  or  a,BnUb^  tK^iprf'beiitative,  nor  o(  Uriti^ .  hirtb» 
hie  iwoaid  htj:e  claim  it  m  ^  |>rtA^leg<^  <iue  to  iha(  (^ortiou  of  British 
bh>oi{'ih^t  bel^Migctito  hiMH,  to  cu^i^idiur  himself  tl^e  represcn^ve  of 
ihi'  4uirp4e  ai  i^u  ^c,  uik!  t»  assmue  $  right  (q  investig^tie  the  adoufiifi- 
toTiiUu.  uftbe'einpiiViki  ksiii  Mi  part?.   .         j      .       .  , 
-;^Vir.    >.:  Ihui'hUm  h  be»  in  couapqu«iic«  ^  thi;  alt^sipus  made  this 
niuirt  ajpd  un  a  frfecwUi>g  <?iie,  tp  the  evidence  of  an  ex^rieticod  and 
nm)  iioj  iQus»  ;t>liic(^  of,  the  bank  before  tl^e  ePfnnMM^o^^rs  gf  naval  in- 
^uiiy.     Tluuxi^cor  (Mr.  Ncjivlaiid)  h^d  ther^  intimated  that  the  drafts 
p\ut^  by  Uic  treasurer  of  .tiie  navy  h^d  not  always  expressed  the  ser- 
;vicc  on  wl'ich  they  veere  drawn,  cpnfor^ab^.  to  the  provisions  of  the 
naloi  parliament.     If  this  were  the  ea($e»  the  bank  wa»  certainly  to 
)^«aue,  as  lie  held  in  his  hand  •  copy  of  the  power  under  wbieb  |he 
paymaster  iiad  passed  hisdraftafioiu  the  year  17^6  until  the  resigna- 
lioQof  hxind  Meiviiie.     This  power  stated  in  e^-press  words,  *^  that' be 
:»i»)uld  be  pavticularly  careful  to  specify  iii  eai;Ii  and  every  drad  the 
ffecvice  for  iwhich   the  money  was  dr*^wn."    The  fact  was,  that  Mr. 
IjSewlandy  though  hI  the  head  of  the  casliier's  department  of  .the  bank, 
;%yiis  ii»t  ijier  oilicQr  ujide.r  whose  inspection  the  detail  of  this  branch  of 
ibuaiMetiS  w^;  carried  oi»>  a^id  tlierefore  had  only  delivf'i^d  a  niatter  of 
»piDbjn    The  oCBcer  who  paid  the  drafts  from  the  na yy  had  assured  the 
Thunounible  Biemben,  Ibai  jafter  every  research  in  his  power,  and  to  tlie 
ihtot  of  his  xeooHectioft,  no  draft  bed  ever.been  paid  without  spccify- 
-ing  tlie  oervioe. . .  Since  August  1 803,  the  mode  of  conducting^  the  bu- 
.noess  had  been  varied,  and  sums  were  written  off  at  once  by  the  bank 
#uoi  the  treasuzer'siibcount  to  that  of  the  sub-paytn asters  of  the  navy, 
iwftfich  acoounts  were  kept  also  with  that  corporation.     He  had  long 
considered  Lord  Melville,  an  active,  .zealous,  and  meritorious  servant 
pf  .the  public,  and  the  jnovers  must  excuse  him  if  he  could  not  at  once 
gp  the  length  of  ihinkiog  with  4heni,  that  he  was  deserving  of  %ucli  se- 
ll ^  vcre 


y^m  degradation  and  piinisbmciit  as  the  motion  heture  tbe  hoii^e  wefrt 
to  inflict. 

Afr.  DffrAam  entered  hia  protest  agakist  the  introductioi\  into  the  d^ 
Late  of  theperson4l  alluf  ioitto  the  case  of  two  noble  cb&racters,  relar 
live  to  whom  lie  had  formerly  felt  himself  called  upon  to  take,  an -active 
^t.  '  Nqtbing  could  bie  moiie  injudicious  tlian .  this  reference..  lip 
contended  ihit  no  obligation  Lad  been  imposed  on  .them,  no  ^^ne^ 
couffrrfrd  by  ministers  joining  in  tbeir  defence.  », 

Mr.  Ban/if0,  ^(^Qgh  he  wits  certain  he  was  in  no  way  en&ledtooflfer 
bis  advice  to  the  honourable  gentleman  from  vhoin  the  motiott.cam<t 
with  yp|K>iti  he '^  had  neither  ^personal  acquaintancCi  nor  any  political 
comietiod,  .woiiki  yeft  take  the  liberty  of  recommending  to  that  hor 
fiour able. gepliematr not  to  perseyere  in  this  mo&on.    If  it  should  be 
persevered  ']&  at  ptesem,  the  same  aense  of  duty  which  induced  ^im  to 
^r)9l0intfa  the  /  honourable  gentleman  tliCAlast  night  would  obligeJiioi 
to  vote  dgairisthim  on  thisi*    lie  dnderitood  the  sense  of  the  adjournr 
iii6t>t  btilh6  fbrmer  night  t6  be^  t0'Vaii6w  an  opportunity  for  his  Mar 
jesffy,  frotn  his'-bvm  royaf  motive  to  remove  Lord  Melville;  or  for 
^Lofd  M^lviDe^  Ibeling  that'liG^could  berno.  longer  aA> useful  servant  tm 
hh  Maj^ty,  luidelr  tbe^ti^ma  thutlirad  beeivoast  upon  him,  to  tender,  his 
resiiguadoii.  rObiitfeinen  seeaoedtdispesed  to  oavil'  wkh  thatresignar 
tidii;  but  >kte.  maiiitaia^d  tbatf  such  an  act  pfteceding  as^  step  taken  by 
%iB  Majesty  In  «onfcequ^c«  o¥tlie  resokrtion  of  the'  HonsA,   tould  nWk 
-be  iiiipiiteditd  <auy  otiier  motive  thail  the  noble  lord's  deference  to  the 
sense  of  ^be  Floixse,  ^and  bis  determination  to  con&rm  to  it  ^  quickly 
li^  possible*     It  Was  to  be  considered  also,  that  the  resolutions  that' 
had  be^n  agreed  to  were  but  pait  of  LcA-d  Melville's  case,  and.  that 
they  remainad  to  be  followed  up  witti  other  proceedings..    Could  there 
be  a  better,  reason  than  this  foir  abstaininjg  for  the  present  from,  the  re- 
solution ri6v'  proposed  t     It  wasi  hDpossible  to  foresee  what  may  come 
out  in  the  'inqtiiry  which  wais  ligrced  to  pn  ull  asides.     Could  axiy  oue 
'Undertake  to  say  that  there  may  not  be  matter  Sufficient  to  call  for  an 
impeachment  ?— Was  it  then  rij^ht  to  prcceed  further,  when  the  grounds 
-of  the  ultimate  determination  ailid  proceedings  which  the  House  should 
adopt  Were  so  imperfectly  made  but?    'Fbe  precedents  on  the  journals 
were,  so  far  ashe^ould  mctke  out,  aguinstSothig  an  address,  audi  as 
that  proposed.     He  instanced  the  causes  %)f  Sir  R:  Wa^pole,  Lord  Ra- 
iielagb,  and  Lord  Halifax.    Th«re  was  no  instance  of  an  address  to 
remove  a  person  not  in  office.    Sucli  an  address,  andifideed  an  address 
vnder  such  ciincumstances,  would  be  absurd  on  the  ihce  of  it     Ik*  did 
-  Bot  think  there'  couid  be  an^  ioM^ioa  Or  any  possibility  of  reinsitathig 
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the  noble  lord  iii  odice  in  the  interval  betweefft  the  present  iifne  and  ^ 
period  when  this  subject  would  be  again  under  the  coguizanee  of  the 
House*    It  was  foatible  teo^  that  divcoda^tances  of  extenuation  may 
eome  oni  is  tb^  ftif  ther  investigation,  ivbicb  would  induce  the  f  loaae 
to  oonteilt  itself  altogether  with  what  it  hod  done.    He  belicted  suefa 
oifcutfiBtances  may  enistt  and  he  ivould  see  Uieiawklimc^re' pleasure 
^an  the  ctreumjii'taiiees  o#  delinquency  and  malveraatioBy  which  in- 
duced him  to  vo^  against  the  noble  lord  the  last  night«    There  being 
nb^  prebedent,  no  Deaedsity,  and  no  probability  of  bin  reOuming  to  power, 
Jtowe^ld  vote  a^uiiiisc  tiie  motion. 

''•  iTUe  C^tmieUor  (^  tke  Eachetpitr  ratjier  ,hoped  and  expected  that  the 
«api^  uiid(^staiidiag  which  hud  been  given>  avdhRrhicli  .be  ba/dno 
tdlfiUuhy  to  cuu&riiiy  would  have  pievepted  further  at^Q^ient,  and 
yut  a  stop  to  amy  ulterior  resolution*  The  Iloftisey  be  was  sure,  wetd<) 
be  disposed  to  spare  thaae.wfao  were  nearly  connected  wilfa  the  noiile 
lord,  as  well  as  those  who  couU  nol  help  feeling  tba  tead^est  friends 
M^  hr  him;'  a  ftelipg  which  he  wei  9ure  tht  bouse  ynj^H  pqt  be  disr 
posed  to  oensiure*  It  was  impo^siblft  while  the  vote  j^f  the  fonaer 
•Ight  was  entered  on  the  joumils*  thai  the  H0049  i^opld  apprehend 
«ny  danger  of  seeing  the  noble  brd  agaia  in  oiGcCb  utites^  tbe  vote  ilh 
ac^  were  at  an  end.  As  to  tho  exteusios:  of  the  inqiJtry,  if  aoy  tbieg 
^botthi  come  Qwt  in  consequence  of  that  tii>  cliftnge  the  ppMjiim  of  the 
tiouse,  he  was  Sure  gentlemeft  wouM  aUow  d»t  the  resoluUoii  sSiouM 
be  changed  with  the  opkuoo.  But  in  no  other  case  than  the  House 
b^Qg  ponviaced  thai  tbe  retaliation  was  founidod  in  error,  and  FeseUMt- 
ing  it  on  that  ground,  could  the  osown  be  advised  by  its  tHinistera  to 
«e*eniploy  the  uoble  lord.  He  had  been  noisconceivad  by  tlie  honouf- 
able  genihunan  opposite  (Mr.  Grelj)  iq  tlto  expression  of  surprise  be 
bad  uUered :  it  was  sarprise,  not  that  the.  honourable  gentleiaan 
should  inaaguie  there  was  no  danger  of  his  refom,  but  that  he  stsould 
not,  in  the  confidence  Uiat  it  could  oot  take  plaoe  with  the  re^utioti 
on  the  journals,  think  it  mmeoessary  to  pr^is  this  fivption,  which  weot 
only  tp  attain  the  same  end,  though  by  a  d^erent  mode.  This  under- 
standing, whiUsit  was  coo&rmable.  to  the  liberality  of  the  House, 
would  not  take  from  its  firfaqess  |ha  means  orenforcing  its  resolution. 
Mr.  iar  rose  to  reply;  and  af\€ir  scime  introductory  observations, 
-fMOoeeded  in  substance  as  follows  :-<-![tie  right  honourable  gentleman 
who  apoke  second  in  the  debate,  has  delivered  himself  in  a  manner  so 
Mtraordinary  and  iq^iidicious,  that  it  is  really  hardly  worth  while 
to  tak^  notice  of  bb  observations.*  The  resolutiods  of  the  House  on 
Monday  night  scMi  sq  eonapletely  to  have  iiritated  the  right  honoiur- 

able 
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^iK^emlmnian,  and  so  folly  to  liave  ot^erpowelvd  bit  aund,  fliat  hb 
has  tllis  «iv^nliig  taken  in  opportunity  of  tbrowtog  fortb  his  tndigBbiioQ 
>lk;ithdut  pi-ovidWig  liimself  triib  anj  groaetts  on  wbith  to  csercis^  iU., 
Ht  lite  bbocien  lo  attack,  wltbout  the  Klightfst  appeluiahce  of  truth* 
iny  leanied  litid  iionourable^  friend ,  (Mr*  G.  PpiiMnby)   aa  the  entbok* 
of  efbitttik^  and  ckspotic  doctrines ;  aifd  on  this  I  abali  nbt  long  detoui 
the  HoOBe,  afler  what  my  learned  and  hoix)urab{6  fnend  faai^  aasd  Irk 
90  fiattsAictory  a  ma^tier.    The  right  hoifD^hible  g^leniao  accuses  my 
tenourable  and  learned  friend  of  arbitrary  doctrine^,  becanse  he  aays^ 
that  a  person  proved  bf  dviclei>ce  to  have  been  guilty  of  a  itiost  <*oi^ 
rdpt  Qse  of  the  public  money  should  at  kast  be  suspended   from  h 
office  till  the  charges  against  hiii^  be  fally  investigated.    Now  all  that 
I  have  to  say  dn  this  is  simply,  that  if  such  doctrine  be  arbitraiy,  tha 
most  eminent  lawyers  in  the  k'mgdom  have  never  baen  backward  ta 
promulgate  it.    It  is  a  doctrias  universally  acknowledged  and  acted  <Ml 
in  all  the  relations  of  life*   *When  wo  hear  or  read  of  a  servant,^  or  4 
steward,  suspected  of  |)eculation>  or  any  other  breach  ef  trust;  aad 
kiot  merely  snspected,  bat  actually  tonlessing  guilt;  wid  of  ooorsdoi^ 
dtr  them  to  quit  the  offica  wliere  the  grounds  of  sbs(4cion  ahne,  con*^ 
cei viog  that  persons  sd  situated  are  utterly  utiworthy  of  trust.    But  per* 
haps  the  right  honourable  gentlenicm  meant  to  take  up  ttia  busi&eaa  of 
the  Tenth  Report,  and  was  therefore  unwilling  to  incur  thei^^geof 
prejudice  by  the  discbarge  of  Mr.  Tftlter  before  tha  trial  took  filacer 
Under  what  clncamstancas  is  it  that  the  Tight  hon^  genthsman  determinea 
Co  retain  Mr.  Trotter  in  the  impcMrtaut  office  of  paymaster  of  the  nitvy  ?. 
Ha^had  heard  that  before  the  cotnniissionen  he  refused  in  aotna  cdsaa 
to  atiswer  questiotis  at  all,  and  In  others  had  given  eqirivocating  ru^ 
plies.    He  had  beard  that  ht  not  only  refos^  td  answer4ittc^ttoas  t^ 
which)  supposing  him  iimocetntj  the  reply  waaquise  ^bvious^fautlNs 
liad  ktiown  bidi  tO  batie  used  evety  e0b^  to  retard  the  in^.^8st2gatioo  of 
tlie  commissioneia  t  and  a^dr  all  this  pfetiiem  kiMwlWigo^  the  rigbt* 
honourable  gentlettoan  retains  liim  hs  his  enlhptoym^t  is  payibisosr^. 
What,  tben^  is  the  T«asun  for  tbii  mMle^traovdiusi^y  oondlitft'    itia^- 
sirv  tbatTrotter's  case  Was  ^ffft^M/'f,  einA  thd  right  boDOurbUa  gentle* 
man  does  uot  wish  to  pfejadge  him  on  hia  triJd.    The  tigka  hoboorabA* 
gentleman  baa  this  Evening  declared  that  Tmtter  is  dismiM^  when  kB' 
is  as  WHOih  subjurt  as  he  has  beetk  at  any  period  shtca  tha  ctenint^ 
aioneis  fiuisbed  their  ekaminasion.    Trottsr  has  nut  beeh  formaUy  cam 
damtier]  by  the  Hodse^  ht  we  have  feand  him  guilty  only  o»lktrraiIyv 
out  resciltitlans  on  Monday  eveniif  being  ejcdnsivuly  diract^d  agsmi 
hari  ft^elviltf*^    PeshapSi  sir,  th^  r%fat  boaoarabte  gcl^inan  traa 
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darmed  by  the  iftipremioD  made  by  our  procoedio^  (and.  tbey  vitre 
calculated  to  make  an  impression  on  persons  like  the  rlgbt  honourable 
gentieman,)  and,  by  a  sudden  impulse  of  feeling,  tbougbt  it  most 
prudent  to  discharge  Trotter  without  furtlier  delay.  I  cannot  impute 
this  decision  to  any  other  principle ;  for  all  tlie  reasons  that  operated, 
for  redlining  Trotter  for  several  months  back,  still  contipue  in  force. 
The  next  feature  in  the  very  extraordinary  speech  of  the  righ.t  hon.  gen- 
tleman, was  the  argument  he  used  for  tl)C  lenient. application  of  our 
resolutions  against  Lord  Melville,  and  thcxircumstanccs  on  \Vhich  this 
lenity  is  to  be  founded.  Perhaps,  in  what  I  am  now  about  to  say, 
the  right  honourable  gentleman  may  think  me  bitter  and  rancorous; 
but  in  spite  of  this,  I  feel  myself  called  ,on  to  say,  that  I^liall  nevee 
ait  in  this  House,  and  patiently  hear  these  extravagant  panegyrics  oa 
Lord  Melville's  public  conduct.  I  am  at  a  loss  where  to  tind  what  are 
the  cupcumstauces  which  are  to  incline  us  so  powerGlIly  to  mervv* 
^Vhat  particular  claims  does  he  possess  to  induce  tlie  House  ta.  p^^ 
over  bis  aggravated  o0ence  with  a  comparatively  trifling  punishments 
Is  this  motive  to  lenity  jto  be  found  in  (he  ei^emess  whicli  his  lordship 
has  ever  sbown  to  heap  up  emoluiiientsv.and  to  s3istei»iUi;t/ CDriup- 
tioo?  Is  it  in  the  gifl  of  the  chiimberlainshipctf  Fife  granted  lo  his 
mity  with  arrears  to  a  vast  amount,  prcxmred  under  false  pretences  ? 
fs  it  ii4  procuring  a  year  ago  tifieeo  hundred  a  year  io  adoitioi),  not* 
ttr,  i0  thesakry  of  totJord  of  the  adouraky,  for  I  know  thai  is  very 
kndequately  paid,  bat  in  addition  to. his  salary  as. knrd  privy  h^^I  ior 
Scotland  ?  But,  sir,  the. right  hououiraijie  gentleman  lays  great  sivest. 
on  his  discovering  no  political  or  party  partialities. in  the  'appointment 
of  officers,  either  ibr  the  oa^val  or  militi^ry  service*  I  deny,  sir,  that 
Uiere  is  the  lea»t  merit  in  this  supposi'd  impartiality.  It  ii^>vh^t  every 
miuister,  whoever  he  be,  is  oblig^  to  preserve  an  appearance  pf»  as 
an  open  derelictipp :  of  it  n^oiuld  be  attended  with  instant  disgrace,  1 
need  not  repQhid  the  Hpju^e  ^batlxM-d  North  sent  Sir  Charles  Suundert^ 
and  Admiral  Keppel  to  th«  Falkland  Islauds,  thojugh  that,  expediiiuu 
unfortmlately  failed*  :.lodeed»  P<Mrty  distioctipns  were  almoM  always, 
from  necessityi  overlooked^  But,  sir,  I  cannot  hear  the  right  honour- 
^le  gentleman  statuig  that  the  noMe  lord  was  free  from  party  vio-. 
leoce^  without  reminding  the  House  of  one  or  two  circa mstances, 
which  demonstrate  existence  of  party  spirit  ip  all  its  most  intolerant. 
toad  disgusting  features.  I  shall  meodtina  one,  sir,  which  fell  within 
my  own  knowledge,  and  which  will  fully  illustrate  my  position.  At  a 
pericd  of  the  late  war,  when  the  danger  of  invasion  was  supposed  to 
beat  the  heigbt|  wbenoSeri!  of  voluntary  service  were  eagerly  accept* 
■i  ed, 
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fd,  a  nuTTierouB  and  loyal  body  of  men  In  Tavistock  made  k  tender  of 
their  services.     The  tender  was  refused  by  this  self  same  moderate 
Lord  Melville,  on  the  sole  ground,  for  no  other  could  be  alledged, 
that  the  corps,  >vhen  raised,  was  to  be  commanded  by  the  late  Duke 
of  Bedford.     It  may  perhaps  be  imagined,  that  tny  feehngs  at  the  re- 
coilectiou  of  the  deceased  are  so  strong  as  to  hurry  me  into  some  de* 
^tee  of  exaggeration ;   but  I  solemnly  protest  that  I  am  stating  the 
matter  precisely  as  it  happened.    And  yet,  sir,  we  are  to  hear  of  Lord 
Melville's    moderation    and  perfect  freedom   from  all  party  spirit. 
There  is  another  circumstance,  wfaicb  also  pretty  strongly  illustrates 
bis  lordship's  forbearance  and  superidrity  to  any  of  the  workings  of  the 
angry  passions.     It  is  well  known  that  the  Dean  of  the  Faculty  of 
Advocates  in  Edinburgh  is  generally  the  most  eminent  person  in  tlM 
profession,  and  that  It  is  seldom  customary  to  interfere  with. him  from 
any  politicai  considerations.    Yet  this  mild  and  moderate  Lord  Mel- 
ville actually  did  interfere,  and  by  employing  all  the  influence  of  *go- 
^roment  against  the  Hon.  Henry  Erskiue,  a  gentleman  coufessedly 
the  most  eminent  at  the  Scotch  bar,  be  was  actually  dispossessed  of  a 
situation  virhich  he  had  many  years  held  with  the  greatest  lionour  and 
credit    So  much,  sir,  for  the  boasted  liberality  of  the  noble  lord, 
vfaich  we  were  called  on  to  look  to  for  a  motive  to  influence  our  deci- 
lion.    As  to  the  favour  bestowed  oti  two  noble  k>rds,  on  wliic^  the 
right  honourable  gentleman  rested  so  much  stress,  I  entirely  agree 
vrith  my  honourable  friend  near  me  (Mr.  Grey),  in  every  one  of  his 
observations.    The  right  honourable  gentleman  says,  that  my  two 
honourable  friends  must  possess  Spartan  virtue  to  be  able  to  follow 
that  line  of  accusation  against  the  noble  lord  which  they  bad  pursued. 
If  extraordinary  exertions  in  virtue  were  required,  I  don't  know  any 
iDeh  in  whom  l^y  would  be  more  readily  fouud  than  in  my  honour*- 
able  friends.     But  f  must  beg  Ui$eve  to  say,  tiiat  tliey  are  under  no 
<t>ligations  to  die  noble  lord  for  the  defence  be  made  of  those  reU« 
tioDs,  to  wham  Hiey  were  nator^y  so  strongly  aitacl)ed.    Sir  Cbarles 
Cr^  and  Sir  John  Jlervit  were  selected  for  a  very  difficult  bcrvice  in 
the  West  Indies,  wb^ch  thef  pierformed  with  gallantry*    Some  uiisuu*' 
derstanding,  Mowever*  Arising,  (liey  tctiimed,  aud  a  charge  w«s  pre- 
ierred  against  them  in  this  House*     if  1   recollect  right,  there  were 
three  divisions  iop  the  aubject,  wlwfi  the  oisnority  were  suecessively 
thirteen,  fourteen,  and  seventeen,  and  this  wqs  the  ibrmidable  phalanx 
which  the  qoble  lord  had  so  much  merit  in  combatuig.     1  taae  it  for 
granted,  tiiat  be  believed  the  charge  to  be  falM;  and  if  lie  did  be- 
lieve |t  to  be  tto&UQdedy  what  merit  bad  he  in  defending  the  gallant 
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officers?     It  was  no  more  than  indispensable  duty  to  those  whom  kr  y 
liad  employed  on  a  difficult  service,  which  they  executed  with  proop* 
titude,  vigour,  and  success.     If  this  be  merit,  it  is  impossible  to  ^y, 
how  far  the  lineof  obligation  may  be  extended.     An  honourable  geo« 
tleman  under  the  gallery  (Mr.  S.  Thoi^ton),  has  given  a  curious  rea- 
son for  voting  for  the  resolutions  on  Monday  night,  on- which  it  is  iiD« 
possible  for-  me  not  to  make  a  few  observations. — He  says,  that  he 
voted  for  the  motion,  conceiving  the  noble  lord  guilty  of  a  certais 
degree  of  negligience  and  inattention*    I  confess  I  am  utterly  astonisbecl 
at  such  a  declaration,  after  attending  to  the  language  of  our  resolution, 
that  the  noble  lord  had  been  guilty  of  a  gross  violation  of  an  act  of 
parliament,  and  a  high  breach  of  duty.    Surely,  sir,  this  heavy  chai]ge 
is  not  to  be  confounded  with  inattention  and  ncghgehce.     Plow  thd 
honourable  member  could  have  misunderstood  them,  is  to  me  incoir.- 
prehensible,  as  they  were  particularly  objected  to  on  the  other  sidoof 
the  House.     With  respect  to  the  resolutions,  it  appears  to  me  that ' 
.they  complete  the  criminal  part  of  the  charge  against  tbe  noble  lord, 
and  I  am' not  at  present  for  pressing  any  further  proceedings  in  thaf 
way.     If  the  attorney-general  is  to  proceed  against  him  for  refundiDg 
the  money  derived  from  the  profits  of  money  misapplied,  this  will  be 
by  civil,  and  not  by  criminal  action ;  for  recovery  of  money  is  always 
ranked  among  the  civil  actions.     The  sariie  observation  will  apply  lo 
any  action  for  recovering  grants  obtained   under   false  pretem^es.    I 
have  the  less  objection  to  press  tbe  motion  in  the  mean  time,  on  the 
grounds  of  the  pledge  which  the  honourable  gentleman  has  tliis  nigbt 
so  dist'mctly  given  to  the  house.     I  find,  sir,  after  a  careful  cxamioa- 
tion^  that  during  his  Majesty's  long  reign,  now  a  period  of  nearly 
forty-five  years,  only  the  Duke  of  Norfolk  and  myself  have  been  dis- 
missed his  Majesty's  councils ;  and '  I  assure  you,  sir^  we  want  no 
such  perton  ^s  the  noble  lord  to  be  our  associate.     I  had  almost  for- 
^tten  ^^.'G^rattan,  who  had  the  like  fortune  in  Ireland^     None  of  as 
could,  however,  be  proud  of  any  connexion  witli  such  a  man  as  Lord 
Melville  has  ahown  himself  to  be  throughout  his  whole  career  of  life. 
I  have  saidi  sir,  I  wduld  not  now  press  the  niotion  to  a  disGussjop,  in 
consequeiice  of  ttfe  right  honourable  gentleman's  pledge ;  but  I  should 
be  grieved'  indeed  to  see  the  resolutions  passed  without  being  followed 
by  some  lasting  result.    Such  a  work  as  that  which  we  on  Monday  ac- 
complished, miist  not  be  sufiered  to  pass  away  \mimpn>ved.    From  one 
end  of  the  einpire  to  (he  other  the  people  will  rejoice  in  the  hope  tha^ 
a.better  system  is  about  to  be  aidopted,  and  we  must  not  let  thejr  just 
expectations  be  disappointed.    It  is  necessary  for  us,  by  milling  Lprd 
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'  Melville  a  sigDa  mark  of  the  vengeance  of  this  House,  to  show  the 
t:otHitry  that  we  are  indeed  their  representatives —that  we  are  deter- 
mined ^equally  to  watch  over  their  property  aud  their  liberties.    The 
public  have  received  our  work  with  the  purest  gratitude;  ,but  is 
no  part  of  this  great  work  to  belong  to  the  government  ?  Is  his  Majesty 
to  have  no  opportunity  of  inanifesting  his  paternal  interests  on  the  sub- 
ject?    Id  what  situation  do  we  leave  our  sovereign  ?    The  people  ap- 
plaud us  in  the  warmest  terms.    They  say  the  House  of  Commons 
have  taken  up  our  catcse  against  the' whole  host  of  contiractors  and  pe- 
culators.   The  House  of  Lords  may  do  the  same  ;  and  shall  not  our 
beneficent  sovereign  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  the  warm  inte- 
rest he  takes  in  every  plan  for  alleviating  the  burdenS;  and  improving 
the  condition  of  his  people  ?     I  admixie  this  House  as  the  comer  stone 
of  the  constitution — as  the  source  of  all  reforms  and  improvements — 
^  the  balauce  by  which  the  constitution  is  kept  in  purity  and  vigour. 
But  I  do  not  wish  to  exclude  the  monarchy  from  its  proper  share  in 
-every  beneficent  work.    I  think  our  resolutions  ought  to  be  presented 
to  the  throne.    Like  ns  his  Majesty  has  read  the  report,  but  he  has 
,    DOt  hitherto  had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  his  feelings  on  the  sub- 
ject.   I  strongly  impress  this  subject  on  the  minds  of  ministers.     They 
I   are  .bound  to  carry  the  resolutions  to  the  throne.     They  owe  it  as  a 
«acred  duty  to  the  kmg  whom  they  serve.    After  a  few  more  observa- 
tions, Mr.  Fox  consented  to  withdraw  the  motion  now,  on  an  under- 
standing that  Ae  whole  matter  should  hereafter  be  fully  investigated. 
^      Mr.  WUbaforce  repeated  tlie  opinion  which  he  expressed  on  Monday 
evening,  as  to  the  importance  of  the  subject,  aud  the  necessity  of 
learcbing  into  abuses,  the  existence  of  which  was  pregnant  with  dan- 
ger to  the  constitution  and  the  country.     It  was  by  no  means  his  wish 
to  shelter  public  offenders  from  that  punishment  which  the  House  were 
imperiously  called  upon  by  their  duty  to  inflict  on  them ;  but  he  cer- 
t^nly  thought  that  the  circumstances  of  the  present  case  were  consi- 
derably  changed  by  the  resignation  of  the  uoble  lord,  and  he  therefore 
confessed,  that  he  wished  the  honourable  gentleman  would  withdraw 
his  motion ;  at  the  same  time,  if  the  honourable  gentleman  pressed  it 
to  a  division,  he  by  no  means  meant  to  say  that  he  should  vote  'against 
its  adoption.     In  the  execution  of  their  public  duties,  public  men 
ought  not  to  be  governed  by  any  motives  but  those  of  public  utihty. 
fie  did  not  like  the  system  of  adhering  to  a  party  for  fhe  sake  of  that 
party  alone.     What  had  been  said  by  ad  honourable  geutleman  that 
evening,  showed  the  danger  of  acting  on  such  a  system,  although  he 
could  not  but  admit  that  Lord  Melville  had  at  feast  acted  tiborally  in 
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employing  (lie  tivo  Boble  lords  alluded  to,  ISlr.  Wllberforce  ^tt* 
eluded  until  trusting,  tliat  the  detenninattoD  of  tliat  House  to  refordl 
tlic  aliU8«8  in  the  public  depart njeiits»  ^ould  iK>t  be  €  transient  one ; 
and  that  the  lionorabW  gentleman  would  not  hazard  lessenii^  the  ef- 
fect of  the  vote  of , the  House  on  Monday*  by  persisting  in  bis  present 
motion,  wtien  it  \¥as  evidentr  that  many  members  were  unfavorable 
to  the  latter,  wbo  wt^re  warm  in  their  approbation  of  the  former  pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr.  KinMtrd  would  only  tfouble  tlie  House  with  one  word  oo  the 
observations  made  by  the  honorable  gentleman  in  the  gaJUTy,  founded 
on  the  reinaks  of  the  right  honorable  gentleman  oppobile,  wbo  liad 
said,  that  no  one  (^er  accused  the  noble  lord  of  being  a  bitter  po- 
ll ical  enemy.  Had  that  riglit  honorable  gentleman  been  in  Scotlandt 
he  would  have  heard  the  reverse ;  he  would  have  heard  that  the  Deso 
of  Faculty,  a  most  If  a  rood,  able,  and  beloved  man,  bad  been  turned 
out  of  his' situation  solely  at  Lord  Melville's  insttgation,  without 
any  offence  having  been  alledged  against  him,  but  a  diiferpnce  of 
opinion  on  politieal  subjects.  Ihis  was  as  gross  an  iiibtance  of  bitter 
party  spirit  as  be  had  ever  heard  oL 

I'li^  Secretary  at  IFar  had  meant  cantiously  to  abstain  from  u€^ 
tering  a  word  on  the  subject  which  was  under  the  consideration  of  tb^ 
House,  ha4he  not  felt  himself  loudly  called  upon  by  the  statements  ot 
the  honorable  gentleman  wbo  had  just  sat  down.     He  wbbc^  to  asl^ 
that  honorable  gentleman  at  what  period  he  bad  discovered  that  Lor^l 
Melville  was  a  bitter  political  enemy  ?  Was  it  during  tlie  days  an<t 
weeks  of  social  friendship  which  he  had  passed  with  the  noble  lord  f 
ahd  did  he  now  in  the  InMir  of  his  need,  show  his  gratitude  by  intro* 
during  extraneous  arcusatory  inatier  at  the  close  of  a  debate,  when 
the  qaefftion  did  not  demand  it,  and  wbf^n  those  who  had  proposed  the 
motion  to  which  the  discussibn  of  to-night  owed  its  origin,  had  inti- 
mated dieir  intention  of  withdrawing  itf    He  trusted  that  in  ths 
breasts  of  Englishmen  there  existed.  feeUngs  which  would  revolt  at 
such  conduct.'    Wttli  respect  to  the  history  of  the  e^^pulsion  of  the 
Peanof  Facblty  (rum  bis sitqation,  he  would  briefly  state  the  facts. 
At  a  time  When  deoxicratk  principles  were  but  too  prevalent,  a  meet* 
ing  had  been  called  of  those  wbo  were  named  **  Friends  of  the  People.** 
At  this  meeting  the  Ekan  inadvertently,  or  rather  injudiciously,  at* 
tended,  smd  by  bis  attendaice  gave  a  «ttic{ion  to  the  proceedings. 
lVitho«it  ^tbgbtest  interference  op  the  part  of  Lord  Melyille,  who 
'  had  nothing  whatever  |o  do  wiOi^he  business,  the  Faculty,  indignant 
at  such  conduct,  brougbt,&rward  a  uiotion  to  deprive  the  Dean  of  his 
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sitoation ;  a  step  in  which  he  repeated  that  thej  were  entirely  wusMm 
^  coced  by  the  noble  lord  alluded  to*  . 

Mr.  Fox  remarked,  that  although  it  perhaps  woukl  have  been  as 
<lelic«|e,  had  the  observations  of  his  honorable  friend  been  suppressed, 
yet  it  should  be  recollected  that  he  had  been  provoked  to  make  them 
by  the  assertions  of  the  right  honorable  g^tleman  opposite,  and  of 
the  honorable  gentleman  in  the  gallery. 

Mr.  Kinnaird  declared,  with  considerable  warmth,  that  were  be 
not  convinced  the  House  must  be  aware  of  the  futility  of  the  charges 
that  had  been  exhibited  against  him  by  the  honorable  gentleman,  he 
should  consider  himself  boqnd  to  call  upon  him  for  further  explana- 
tion;   W^  it  decent  to  expect,  that  because  he  had  lived  on  terms  of 
good  neighbourhpod  with  Ldrd  Melville,  wboae  private  character  be 
highly  esteemed,  lie  should  therefore  withhold  his  opinioA  in  the  House 
on  bis  public  conduct  f 
^  Mr.  JFAi^^rcotf  observed,  that  he  ha,d  been  arraigned  for  the  great 
bitterne£S  which  it  was  said  be  had  evinced  in  his  speech  at  the  com- 
mencement of  this  evening^s  debate;  and  on  a  former  night  he  had 
been  accused  of  introducing  more  of  passion  than  became  him  in  the 
observations  with  which  he  prefaced  the  Motion  that  he  had  the  ho* 
nour  of  submitting  to  the  House.    To  prove  the  existence  of  this  bit* 
temess,  and  this  passion,  his  observations  had  been  industriously  mis^. 
represented.    He  had  never  blamed  Lord  Melville  for  having  tender** 
ed  his  resignation  to  his  Majesty ;  on  the  icontrafy,  he  thought  it  was 
a  step  bighly  incumbent  on  him,  and  the  omission  of  which  would 
grossly  have  aggravated  his  misconduct.    But  this  he  had  said,  that 
Ministers  were  deeply  culpable  for  not  having  anticipated  his  resigna* 
tion  by  a  dismissal.    The  two  ddlnquent9  were  equally  guilty,  yet 
Mr.  Trotter  was  dismissed  with  disgrace.  Lord  Melville  was  allowed 
quietly  to  resign.    He  should  say  liule  on  the  charge  that  had  been 
brought  against  him,  of  having  ungratefully  attacked  a  man,  who  in 
1795  deHended  two  noble  lords,  to  one  of  whom  he  had  the  honor  of 
being  related,  as  the  subject  had  been  so  ably  defended  by  his  honor* 
able  fnend.    He  was  hr  from  thinking  that  these  noble  lords  were 
under  the  slightest  obligation  to  Lord  Melville  for  what  he  had  said 
on  that  oocasioa     Did  the  right  honorable  gentleman  mean  to  assert 
that  lord  Melville  had  done  a  job  for  his  noble  friends  in  that  instance, 
and  therefore  that  hf  was  bound  now  to  do  a  job  for  Lord  Melville  ia 
return  f  Lord  Mdvilla  had  spoken  favorably  of  the  conduct  of  the 
^ie  lords;  if  he  did  pot  think  fovorably  of  ity  he  had  certainly  acted 
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Mirbng;  ahd  iflje  did  think  favorably  of  it,  his  eJcJJfessing  that  opi* 
nion  ^Vas  merely  justice.     It  appeared  from  what  had  fallen  from  every 
quarter  of  the  House,  that  the  gehefal  sentiment  ^as,  that  it  vras 
highly  improper  that  Lord  IVfelvlIlc  should  eyer  "hofd  a  situation  of 
trust  In  his  Majesty*s  government.     A  kltid  of  promise  had  been  gited 
by  the  right  hotiorablei  gefitleman  opposite,  that  he  should  never  hold 
Buch  a  situation.    On  this  promise  he  was  inclined  to  rely ;  it  migTit 
be  good  to  hold  as  long  as  that  right  honorable  gentleman  himseU' 
continued  in  office ;  but  might  not  his  Majesty  change  his  advisers^ 
and  might  not  Lord  Melville  be  again  admitted  into  his  councils  ? 
What  means  had  the  King  of  knowing  what  was  done  in  that  bouse? 
Had  the  right  honorable  gentleman  communicated  their  resolutions 
to  his  Majesty  P  That  could  not  be,  else  he  must  have  been  dismissed, 
and  w'Ould  not  have  been  allowed  to  resign**— The  honorable  member 
felt  anxious  that  the  House  should  stand  high  in  the  public  opinion-^ 
be  felt  doubly  so,  after  the  proceeditigs  of  last  night,  lest  it  should  be 
again  let  down.     He  begged  to  be  allowed  to  state  the  way  in  which 
matters  stood  on  the  morning  when  they  last  adjourned.   Many  mem"* 
bers  were  anxious  that  the  concluding  motion  should  ^  be  made.    He 
intimated  his  intention  of  bringing  it  forward  that  very  night  Nothing 
lell  from  him  indicative  of  any  intention  t6  relinquish  his  motion ;  he 
oxuy  wished  to  postpone  the  moving  it  for  a  few  hours, on  account  of 
t&e  exhausted  state  of  the  House.    The  right  honorable  gentleman, 
\pithout  assigning  any  reason  for  the  additional  delay,  proposed  an 
adjournment  for  thirty-six  houirs.     This  vr;jiS  objected  to  by  his  right 
honorable  friend  (Mr.  Fox)  unless  it  was  understood  that  in  the  inter- 
val no  public  business  should  take  place;  and  the  right  honorable 
gentleman,  with  a  couatenancp  which  he  (Mr.  W.)  should  not  easily 
forget,  said,  iu  any  view  of  the  case  it  would  be  .better,  to  adjourn. 
Could  it,  however^  be  iu  the  contemplation .  of  the  House,  that  this 
delay  yras  for  the  purpose  .of  allowing  Lord  Melville  tinje  to  resign  f 
li  any  member,  however,  found  h^nself  taken  by  surprize,  he  should 
withdraw  his  motion ;  but  at  the  same  time  he  knew  that  was  not  a 
thing  calculated  to  satisfy  the  public.     He  said  so,  not  in.  any  spirit  of 
resentment  against  Lord  Melville,  as  if  this  resolution  was  necessary 
to  make  him.  feel  his  situation.     If  he  had  any  feelings,  and  the  ho-? 
^Dorable  member  entertained  no  doubt  he  had,  nothing  xould  wring 
them  more  than  the  resolutions  already  passed  by  that  House.     He 
was  conscious  th^  sense  of.  the  Housed  wjent  with  him,  that  it  yras  ne- 
cessary Lord  M^lviye  should  never, again  bold  any  office  of  trust.  All, 
.  therefore^  that  he  desired  was  to  find  oat  some  way  of  entering  this 
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opiaiofton  4e  Journals  of  the  |j[Qus,e«  9pd  tbat  tbe  motiQJvli^d«oii 
that  account be^aw'ithdrawii.  The  parallels  wl^ich  ba^  been  setup 
as  to  the  motious  against  nninisters  being  allowed  to  drop  on  their  re- 
signation, did  not  at  all.  apply.  They  were  made  on  th^  ground  o{ 
incapacity;  this  was  founded  on  a  d^e.linquen^fy*  He  knew  that  in 
comnion  cases  to  be  expunged  frona  the  list  of  the  Privy  Council  wail 
DO  jditgrace.  It  had  occurred  to  his  hoijorable  friend  (Mr.  Fox).  The 
right  honorable  gentleman,  then  in  the  plenitude  of  his  power,  h&^ 
recommended  it  as  a  measure  .proper  for  hi9  Majesty's  adoption.  He 
liad,  however,  since  retracted  thdt  opinion,  and  had  recommended  to 
)ii6  Majesty  not  only  to  restore  him  to  that  honor,  but  to  promote  hiui 
to  his  highest  confidence.  Be  had  asked  pardon  for  his  offence  before 
God  and  man.  But  could  ever  such  a  recommendatioi)  avail  in  faVof 
of  Lord  Melville, -after  tb«  resolutions  adopted  by  that  Housfs?  .  He 
was  happy  to  understand  that  the  Bank  was  not  so  much  to  blame  as 
lie  had  supposed  4;  and  also,  by  what  fell  from  the  right  honorable 
gentleman  (Mr.  Canning),  that  the  mode  of  conducting  business  in  thai 
t>ffice  was  entirely  changed ;  such  would  always  happen  when  priuc^h 

began  to  do  their  duty, — Btit  why,  1  must  ask,  was  Trotter  dismisses}. 

<*■  ,.  .J.  .. 

and  Wilson  not }  The  right  honorable  gentleman  had  said,  Wilson  was 
a  deserving  officer. — With  all  respect  for  the  assertion  of  the  honorable 
gentleman,  he  however,  could  not  help  having  also  a  hi^h  respect  for  the 
authority  and  opinion  of  the  commissioners  of  naval  enquiry :  they  8aid» 
and  the  honorable  member  said  too,  that  WiUon  was  an  improper  person 
to  continue  in  his  present  or  any-  other  situation  of  public  trust  The 
honorable  member,  could  not,  after  what  had  fallen  from  honorable 
friends  of  hisi  and  from  other  honorable  gentlemen,  wliose  support 
he  was  anxipus  to  procure,  refuse  in  the  mean  time  to  withdraw  his 
motion.  He  was  anxifoir^,  however,  lest  the  public  should  suppose 
that  in  passing  their  former  resolutions,  they  had  ofily  adopted  'in  a 
beat  what  they  were  unwilling  to  follow  j  he,  therefore,  had  to  pug- 
gest  what  he  hoped  would  meet  the  Opinion  of  eveiy  gentlen^an  prer 
sent ; — That  a  copy  of  the  resolutions  of  that  house  of  tjhe  former 
night,  be  laid  before  his  Majesty  without  any  (comment.  X*i"'  It 
would  be  impossible  that  Lord  Melville  should  ever  after  beadmittei} 
to  his  Majesty's  councils,  and  at  the  same  time  the  resolutions  of  the 
House  would  be  consistent. 

It  was  then  put  and  unanimously  agreed  to-*''^  That  the  said  reso- 
lutions be  laid  before  his  Majesty .'' 

Mr.  WhUbr,ead  tljeii  moved  that  the  said  resolutions  be  carric(}  up  by 
the  wiioLfi  aousB, 
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Mr.  Piit  lubmittedt  that  at  the  molutiom  iifcre  to  be  laid  before 
his  ^lajiikty  without  comment,  this  forinality  ought  to  be  dispensed 
ifith. 

Mr.  fmthread  said,  that  when  he  said  without^ff»ftra/»  be  did  not 
gay  without ybrm.  In  so  important  a  business,  every  species  of  cere- 
BBOuy  ought  to  be  adopted.  ^ 

tt  was  then  ordered  that  the  resolutions  be  carried  up  by  ttie  w  role 

BOUSE. 

On  the  29th  6f  April,  Mr.  S.  Stanhope  moved,  "  That  the  aitomcy- 
gencral  be  instructed  to  pursue  the  most  effectual  means  of  ascertain-' 
log  and  recovering,  in  the  due  course  of  law,  any  sum  of  public  mo« 
sey  applicable  to  naval  services  used  by  Lord  Melvilla^or  Mr.  Trotter; 
subsequently  to  the  Ist  of  January  1786." 

Mr.  Banki  moved,  as  an  amendment,  **  That  a  criminal  prosecution 
should  be  instituted  against  Lord  Melville  and  lyfr.  Trotter."  This 
gave  rise  to  a  long  debate,  in  which  Dr.  Lawrence,  Messrs'.  Windham^ 
Fox,  Sheridan,  and  T.  Grenville,  took  part. 

Mr.  Serjeant  Best  contended,  that  a  prosecution  by  civil  suit  ooul<f 
answer  no  good  purpose,  but  a  criminal  proceeding  might  secure  the 
punishment  of  the  offenders,  who  he  denied  were  yet  punished. 
The  House  then  divided, 

For  the  original  motion  for  a  civil  suit    223 
For  Mr.  Banks's  amendment      •    -^  -    128 

Majority  —  95. 
A*divisioo  also  took  place  on  a  motion  of  Mr.  Grey,  that  the  House 
Aould  adjourn. 

Noes       -•. ..240 

Ayes      ^•.♦-------      ys 

Majority  —  14"2. 
May  the  6th  Mr.  JP'kiihread  being  called  upon  by  the  speaker,  lipoke 
to  the  folV>wiBg  e^ect  >-- Whatever  motives  may  be  attributed  to  my 
conduct  during  the  a>urse  of  tlie  business  which  I  have  undertaken, 
there  are  none,  I  trust,  who  will  not  suppose  that  I  have  been  impres* 
eed  with  feelings  of  anxiety  $  but  those  feelings  were  not  to  be  com- 
pared with  what  I  now  experience.  There  are  two  poiutb  open  before 
us:  the  one  leads  to  immortal  honour ;  and  the  other,  if  we  are  guided 
by  mistake,  will  lead  to  the  dishonour  of  the  House,  and  the  detriment 
of  public  interest*  If  it  had  been  proposed  that  the  resolutions  of  the 
8th  of  April  should  have  been  immediately  followed  up  by  an  address 
tp  his  Majesty  to  dismiss  Lord  Alelville  from  the  places  be  holds,  and 

from 
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fiT>m liis councils  and  prwence  forever,  1  appreljend  ihere  would  rmv 
bsve  been  a  dissentient  voice. 

The  Chanceilor  of  the  Excheqii(*r  Called  Mr.  Whttbi^ead  lo'' order,  atid  - 
said,  that  the  commiKiication  he'liad  to  make  to  tlie  House  would  an-  •' 
licipate  what  the  kMiourabJe  gentleninn  might  Have  t<>  prdpor^e. 

Mr.  If'iAjV^/'farf:— Whatever  coniuiunic  I tion  llie  'riiH>t  horiourable  * 
gentleman  may  have  to  make,  will  come  with  nioi^  ]jToprioly  after  tire 
XDotioji  which  1  shall  submit  to  ibe  House.     I  do  persist,  that  if  Mr. 
Duodas  had  been  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  mid  there  had  ' 
i>eea  a  metton  made  for  liis  expulsion,  there  would  not  have  been  a 
dissenliem  voice.  If  1  possess  accuracy  sufficient  to  distinguish  between 
the  resolutions  that  hav^e  prissed,  and  iheixiea^ure  I  now  propose,  if 
<he  latter  be  not  carrred,  I  conl-end  he  is  not  piwiishtd  at  all.     If  be  is ' 
sensible  of  remorse,  irnd  jx)ssesse9  a  Kruken  heart  and  a  contrite  spirit,' 
ift  is  -ptmibhed,  in  one  sense,  superior  to  ao^'  punishment  that  can  be 
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itiflicted  by  this  House,  inasniucii  as  it  is  inflicted  by  tt  !^.iglier  liand;* 
.  but  it  behdvsfes  i»  to  inflict  sorrie  puni&bment  to  serve  as  an  example  to* 
others,    ^e  must  take  rare  that  no  man  in  his  situation  treads  in  his 
^eps.    There  were  three  parliamentary  methods  dfpu  rsuing  delinquents' 

of  this  description: — 1st,  Impeachment;  2dly,  A  bill  of  pains  and  pe* 

•     »••  •.  . 

nalties;  3dly,  A  removal  from  all  situations  of  hoRour  and  profit,  in 
consequence  vf  an  address  from  that  House.  What  I  propose  is  liglrter 
(ban  these.  After  tiig.  ordor  txf  the  day  for'ta'king  into  consideration 
his  Maje«t/s  aiiswer  is  disposed  of,  i  shaU  move — ^  That' an  humble 
address  be  presented  to  his  Majesty,  praying  that  Lord  Viicount  Mel- 
Tille  maybe  uemovedfrom  all  offices  of  trust  and  emolument  which  he 
holds  during  the  pleasure  of  the  crown^  and  Irom  his  Majesty's  prescuce* 
and  councils  for  ever,** 

The  ChanccUuT  of  the  Exchequer  conceived  tliat  the  hotiotrrable  gen- 
tleman would  have  confined  himself,  as  is  usual  in  such  cases^  simply 
tomovhig  the  order  of  the  day  in  the  first  instance.  He  should  have 
then  stated  a  communication  from  his  majesty,  which,  perhaps,  in  his 
own  judgment^  as  wdl  as  that  of  Uie  House,  would  ha've  made  bis  mo- 
tion unnecessary.  The  coiumunication  is  this :  Th^Lt  his  Mojesty  hdf 
heen  advtsed  that  the  name  «f  Lord  M-elxUle  should  be  stntck  out  of  the 
Rst  of  the  privy  coimcil,  atid  that  accordingly  it  would  be  erased  m  the^ 
first  day  that  a  council  shouMlc  held.  As  soon  as  ihe  prevailing  sense  of 
the  House  was  for  removing  Lord  MeiviHe  from  the  privy  council,  be 
felt  it  his  duly  to  advise  his  Majesty  accordingly.  He  could  not  dis- 
sc^nible,  that  be  felt  a  deep  and  bitter  pang  at  being  theperson  to  whose 
lot  it  fell  to  execute  such  a  painful  duty^  as  that  of  djii^g  any  thing 
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to  a4d  to  the  punishmait  of  the  noble  lord^^lt  wts  »  feeling  of  wiucb  ^ 
he  was  not  ashamed — a  feeling  be  could  not  separate  ^m  his  bosoot. 
He  could  ouly  se^parate  H  from  his  conduct^  wheM  be  Ihougbt  be  was 
acting  on  principles  of  public  duty-^a  conformity  to  the  sense  of  tbt  > 
House,  and  with  a  view  to  avoid  a  diecussiou,  which,  if  upnece^ary, 
could  not  be  liess  congenial  to  the  feelings  of  every  man  m  Om  Hou8e» 
than  it  would  be  paio/ul  to  his  own.     He  had  reluctantly  giveja  his  ad- 
vice,  and  be  was  {Authorised  to  state,  that  his  Majesty  had  detomune^ 
to  act  upon  it.     [During  the  latter  part  ({f  these  obsercotisms,  ikarigktf- 
honourable  genHeman  appeared  e^tremebf  a^ected], . 

Mr.  Fav  congratulated  tLe  House  ancl  ibe  counlry  vpo^  vhai;  ba4 
fallen  from  the  right  honourable  geotleiman.  Tbe  cause  of  justice,  he  . 
said,  had  completely  triumphed ;  still  be  couU  hava  wished  thai  tho 
erasure  of  Lprd  Melville's  name  from  the  list  of  privy  cpunae^oiiS' 
had  been  done  in  a  different  ;r\auner ;  and  instead  of  the  fight  bonQy» 
able  gentleman  colleotii^g  the  neicessity  of  such  a  Jiieasure  from  thar 
s^nse  of  the  House  by  canvassing  individual  membecSf  be  wished  ha 
liad  collected  it  £K)m  the  rcsQluti<HVS  of  tbe  ijOtb  of  Aprib  $ome  con- 
versation ensued  between  Mr.  pox,  Mr.  PUt^  &q.  Mr^  \yb*tbrea4 
then  withdrew  his  mo(tipn. 

June  II.  The  Speaker  haviDg  stated  that  k^  had  raceived  a  letter 
from  Lord  Melville,  announcing  his  ireadin^ss.  to  attip^d  apd  be  e;ia-- 
mined  relative  to  the  Tentjb  Report,  the  Serjean^jit  Maco  wa&dispatjcbn 
ed  to  inform  him  that  he  mi^  come  in  »  and  oo  eoi^ring,  nj^  ^b^ir  wtas^ 
placed  for  him  with i|i  the  bar. 

Lord  Melville  begafi  by  observing,  tkajt  sliice  the  Urst  agitation  of  tbe> 
subject^  he*  had  made  every  effort  to  obtain  a  hearing,, but  without  ef*^ 
feet :  that  when  called  before  the  Commissioners  of  ^qqujiryi  he  waa 
wholly  unacquainted  with  the  nature  of  tlie  accounta  ih^y  possessed 
between  Messrs.  Trotter  and  Counts ;  that  when  I^  applied,  for  an  opn 
portunity  of  making  fuller  explanations,  be  was  answered^  that  their 
x;eport  was  before  parliament>  and  they  did  not  tbink  it  oaces^ary  to 
alter  what  they  had  done.  When  the  discussion  €9ine  o$h  whether 
previous  inquiry  should  be  instituted  before  resolptions  ware  adopted 
a^nat  him,  he  hoped  that  a  Committee  would  be  api^oifited,  and  that 
he  migbt  be  hew  d  before  them ;  but  in  tbip  he  was  disappointed  from 
a  difficulty  which  arose  in  the  other  House ;  and  that  at  lengthy  bein|r 
permitted  to  explain  himself  in  bi3  preseat  situatioui  he  came  under 
waA  restrictions  aa  would  not  allow  him  to  enter  upoQ  his  defenpe.  Het 
howcveri  begged  to  make  some  preliminary  remarks ;  and  he  began 
by  9oJeomly  protestmg  that  the  retoluitioctl  of  ^  U^ouae,  whicb  (tatett 


flial  hk  had  cohmved  at  the  violation  of  tbc  act  of  the  25th  of  the  krag, 
trere  erroneous.  He  never  had  any  knowledge  of  Mr.  Trotter's  in- 
vesting any  navy  money  in  the  stocks,  of  his  discounting  bills  t^ilh  it, 
of  bis  turning  it  to  purposes  of  private  advantage,  and  that  if  any  such 
piactice  had  existence,  it  was  altogether  without  his  privity  or  consent* 
H«  would  therefore  confidently  assert,  that  the  evidence  of  the  only  two 
{lersont)  Mr.  Txotter  and  Mr.  Wilson,  who  qould  be  supposed  to  be 
priYy  to  tht  whoici,  does  not  contain  one  tittle  which  could  lay  eny  , 
fonndalioD  for  this  charge.  With  respect  to  the  origin  of  his  connexion 
willk  Mr.  TrotUr,  he  spoke  as  f<»llow8: — '^  AVhen  k  first  came  into  tho 
K^vy  Office,  I  lEmnd  Mr.  Trotter,  who  was  introduced  and  Fecom** 
Mended  t6  me,  by  Sir  G.  Elhott  and  Mr.  Coutts,  with  the  latter  of 
ikfiiom  he  Had  coimextoBa  in  the  way  of  business  I  soon  distinguished 
liiar  fbr  his  uncommon  activity  and  diligence.  He  ^'as  inde^Eitigable  in 
detecting  and  disclosing  to  me  a  variety  of  frauds  before  commitiedi  in 
withholding  the  pay  of  seamen,  and  difi^rent  emoluments  to  which  they 
ere  entitled,  t  encouraged  and  supported  him  in  the  prosecution  of 
the  parties  guilty  of  these  mal-practices.  I  was  desirous  of  going  far- 
ther, and,  instead  of  confining  the  protection  of  government  to  the  sai- 
lors tbeaiselves,  of  extending  it  also  to  their  wiv^,  children,  and  fami- 
lies. In  my  endeavours  to  effect  this.  Mr.  Trotter  made  himself  so 
useful,  in  laying  befc^e  me  tlie  best  arf^oged  plans  for  produping  the 
effect,  that  I  thought  hins  worthy  of  being  trusted ;  and  for  his  unwea- 
ried exertioiis,  on  the  death  of  Mr.  Douglas,  I  promoted  him  to  his  late 
^ituatkm  in  lAie  office;  and,  t  am  even  now  reiuly  to  say  yf  him,  that, 
foT  a  great  length  of  years,  no  public  office  could  have  been  better  con- 
ducted; that  during  the  whole  of  that  time  there  wais  not  a  smgle  in-* 
Stance  of  any  stoppage  or  delay  of  payment  to  the  seamen,  and  that  all 
the  balances  were  fairly  accounted  for,  and  transferred,  without  the  loss 
of  a  single  shilling  to  the  public.  He  received,  it  is  true,  an  additional 
tolary ;  but  that  I  thought  him  fully  entitled  to,  for  his  additional  exer- 
tions.'' He  then  asserted,  that  on  no  occasion  whatever  had  he  autho- 
rized Mr.  Trotter  to  draw  money  from  the  Bank  for  his  own  private 
emolument,  and  that  there  is  not  the  smallest  evidence  to  support  llie 
charge ;  that  he  only  allowed  Mr.  Trotter  to  lodge  money  at  private 
bankers  for  making  payments  with  facility.  Ho  added,  that  notwittl- 
standing  the  restrictions  he  was  under,  he  must  say,  that  the  assertion^ 
contained  in  the  report  are  false,  and  in  contradiction  to  the  evidence 
Wbicb  was  given.  The  act  of  the  25th  of  the  king,  of  which  ha  allowed 
he  had  some  knowledge,  never  intended  to  make  a  regular  digest  of  re- 
flations ibr  &e  ofice  of  Treasurer  of  tha  Na^7.  Its  true  object  was 
to  restrain  treasurers  or  paymasters  from  retiring  from  office,  as  had 
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fteqiicntly  been  done  before,  with  large  babinces  unaccounted  for.  Dok 
riug  the  whole  of  his  own  admii»istration,  that  law  was  rigidly  complied 
with;  and  in  retiring  from  office,  he  has  not  been  accused  of  retaining 
any  balance  whatever.  He  observed,  thai  the  House  should  consider  tbat» 
beyond  the  necessary  controul  of  iheTreasurer,  his  ofiice  is  quite  distinct 
from  that  of  the  paymaster,  and  that  of  the  paymaster-general  not  very 
much  connected  with  those  of  other  persons  employed  in  that  depart- 
ment.    A  great  deal  of  money  must  pass  through  the  hands  of  inferior 
officers  in  different  parts  of  the  country  where  the  demands  are  made. 
In  the  mouth  of  Januar}'  last,  the  pay-ofiice  wa»  kept  open  for  a  long. 
time,  to  make  good  small  demands;  and  there  were  &J^0^.  pmytxentar 
made  in  difSt^rent  sums,  from  3l.  or  41.  so  low  as  4s.  6d.r  and  dumy  of 
them  even  to  a  smaller  amonnC,  to  supply  siich  sums  tis  difiWrent  sailors, 
were  entitled  to.  h  uiust^  therefore,  b^  obvious,,  that  to  answer  such  nu- 
inerous  demands,  it  is  necessary  to  have  always  a  very  large  sum,  eitlicr 
w  the  iVou  cht'st  of  the  ofru-.e,or  at  some  convenic-nt  banker's^as  it  would 
be  endless  to  pay  them  all  by  drafts  on  the  Kank  of  England,  specify- 
ing the  name>s  of  the  persona  in  wliose  favour  they  were  drawn.     He 
therefore  thought  it  but  fair  and  reasonable  that  the  paymaster  should 
derive  some  advantage  from  the  money  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  pri- 
vate banker,  on  the  mere  principle  of  mutual!  accommodation  :-*-the 
practice  was  not  peculiar  to  his  administration;  but  had  been  cdntinoed 
two  years  after  he  resigned  5  and  he  would  contend  that  it  was  pre- 
ferable to  leaving  the  money  in  the  Bank   in  the  bands  of  sab-ac- 
countants,    lie  entered  into  a  detail  of  the  nature  of  Txotter's  em- 
ployment as  paynraster ;  and  asserted,  that  from  the  nature  of  the 
transactions  ijetween  them,  it  was  impossible  for  Lim  (Lord  Melville) 
to  give  any  precise  explanation.     He  had  availed  himself  of  the  5tb 
'clause,  not  with  any  view  of  screening  himself,  but  for  tlie  purpose  of  _ 
witliholding  disclosures,  which,  as  the  facts  were  connected  with  the 
public  service,  it  would  have  been  extremely  improper  for  him  ti)  have 
divulged.   He  next  adverted  to  a  charge  against  him,  of  having  ordered 
the  public  money  to  be  laid  out  for  his  advantage  and  behoof,  which, 
to  the  best  of  his  recollection,  he  denied.     This,  he  remarked,  was  a 
$ingular  expiession,  but  it  was  one  which  was  generally  used  by  him 
when  talking  of  past  transactions.     A  good  deal  of  acrimonious  wit 
had.l>een  expended  on  this  expressioa,  but  his  literal  translation  of  the 
phrase  was,  that  he  ha4  never  given  any  orders  to  any  such  effect.    He 
next  made  an  elaborate  statement  on  the  situation  in  which  he  stood 
with  Mr.  Trotter;  in  the  course  o(  which,  he  said,  it  was  impossible 
fcr  that  gentleman  to  make  up'  his  accounts,  with  any  degree  o£  cor- 
rectness.    Per*»onqily,  he  had  no  means  of  aiding  him  in  that  way,  apd 
thcfefgre  he  stood  completely  at  Mr.  Trotter's  mercy. '   He  eplarged  on 
^  the 


i  , 


-'*'-.     -mi- 


Ixxvir 

the«nppo9ed  coQitexion  between  himself  and  the  late  Mr.  TwreecffV 

^hich  he  denied ;  and  declared,  that  instead  of  being  intimate  witb 

hiiOy  as  Tf otter  had  asserted,  he  knew  liim  only  as  a  messenger,  and 

Tiever  had  occasion  to  speak  to  faim  above  twice  in  his  life !     He  next 

entered  into  various  details  of  several  pecuniary  transactions  relative  to 

the  40,0001.  applied  to  Bo>d  and  Benfield,  and  vindicated  bis  conduct 

in  that  tfaniaction.     He  Insisted  that  Trotter  could  never  have  meant 

to  say  that  he  advanced  $0,0001.  for  him  on  any  one  day :  and  he  ad^ 

mitted  that  lie  gave  his  consent  to' the  application  of  the  40,0001.  lA 

ooncuirence  with  the  opTt)i6n  of  thi^  superior  servants  of  goveniment: 

for  lb»  he  wa«  wilting  to  take  Itis' share  of  respoti^hility  ;  and  be  ap* 

pealed' to  the  liberality  of  the  Houee  for  a  fair  interpretation  of  bis 

conduct. '  His  lordahip  then  retired, 

Mr.  Wkitbrtad  began  by  expressinghts  satisfaction  that  Lord  Melville 
had  at  length  defended  himself,  and  lamented  that  the  forms  of  the  House 
would  not  permit  him  to  hear  his  (Mr.  Wbitbread's)  reply.     He  de- 
precated the  observations  of  Lord  Melville  on  what  he  stated  to,  be 
the  prejudgment  of  his  case ;  and  that,  as  be  had  stated  his  innocence^ 
he  ought  to  have  informed  the  House  by  what  means  they  could  ascer- 
tain it.    The  ptiblic  mind  could  not  be  otherwise  than  inflamed  against 
him,  because  he  had  conducted  himself  in  such   a  way  as  to  excite 
general  indignation;  and  by  his  reflections  on  the  partiality  of  any 
jory  that  might  try  liim,  he  reflected   on  the  whole"  country.     He 
should  have  thouglit  himself  wanting  in  his  duty  if  he  had  hot  brought 
forward  the  present  motion.     He  had  proposed  that  the  committee 
should  take  into  consideration  the   14  resolutions  respecting  the  con* 
duct  of  Lord  Melville;  but  this  the  House  had  refused,  and  had  con- 
stituted the  committee   under  several  restrictions,  whicih  were  soon 
after  discovered  to  be  directly  contrary  to  the  due  course  of  justice. 
This,  it  was  conceived,  would  operate  as  a  complete  bar  to  impeach- 
ment, as  a  civil  and  criminal  prosecution  could  not  go  on  at  the  samb 
time.     But  were  there  no  instances  of  two  processes  of  that  kind  go'- 
hig  forward  together  ?     In   a  case  of  common  assault,  might  not  a 
man  be  indicted  for  that  offence,  in  order  to  be  made  a  public  exam- 
ple, and  at  the  same  time  be  prosecuted  by  a  civil  action  for  the 
recovery  of  damages.     In  the  present  case  it  was  impossible  the  cow n- 
try  ooald  consider  tlie  restitution  of  the  money  to  be  any  thing  like 
eompeosation,  or  atonement  for  the  offence.     Even  were  there  a  bar 
to  impeachment  in  existence,  it  ought  to  be  removed.     He  descanted 
in  thisetmin  (or  a  length  of  time,  and  made  many  severe  remarks  ot\ 
the  coodoct  of  the  chancellor  of  the  exchequer,  whom  he  accused  of 
•cfeening  bis  lordship  from  the  censure  of  the  address  which  might 
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Kfeve  been  ^otedtotis  ^fajesty,  to  strike  liiili  froJS  die  list  of  prityi 
council,  by  stating  that  he  had  it  in  command  from  the  king  to  inform 
the  House*  that  his  Majesty  had  r«6olvcd  to  strike  out  Lord  Melville's 
name  on  the  next  meeting  of  the  counciL     On  that  occasion  Mr.  Pitt 
bad  been  compelled  to  give  such  an  intimation,  as  he  was  afraid  of 
being  out- voted  by  a  great  majority.    From  the  report  of  the  aefect 
commtttee,  mocb  new  matter  had  qomeout:  indeed  in  bit  niad  it 
was  of  BO  serious  a  uatttre,  that  the  House  would  feel  it  kspataible  to 
resist  the  motion  for  an  impeachment,  wiUi  which  he  meaot  la  oob» 
elude*  **  Fdr,''  saVd  he,  **  without  receiving  satisfHCtory  evideiKse  Ui 
the  contrary,  f  hesitate  not  to  charge  tt  n^on  Viscoimt  MeWlle,  tbi 
the  sura  of  10,0001.  was  converted  to  hi«  private  use,  and  also  tte 
20,000l.  the  disposal  of  which  was  never  er^plained.    It  Is  in  vain 
ifor  him  to  repeat  assertions,  that  he  acted  from  the  purest  motives; 
or  to  indulge  the  delusive  idea,  that  his  memory  will  descend  to  pos- 
terity without  a  blot,  unless  becomes  forward  to  trial,  and  after  a  full 
investigation,  purges  himself  from  every  suspicion  which  now  attaches 
itself  to  tliese  transactions."     He  then  recapitulated  the  clMurges  cod* 
jtained  in  the  report  and  its  appendix,  and  contended  that  Lord  }dd* 
yille  ought  to  have  prayed  the  House  to  hear  him  iu  bis  defence  on  the 
first  publication  of  the  Tenth  Report.    At  length  be  concluded  by 
moving,  ^  that  it  was  the  o^^nion  of  the  House,,  that  Lord  MeiviUe 
Jias  been  guilty  of  several  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  and  ougjbtto 
be  impeached  for  the  same.** 

^Ir.  Bond  thought  an  amendment  to  the  motion  would  be  properi 
p  the  House  seemed  embarrassed  at  the  present  method  of  prooeedioi, 
He  thought  the  censure  of  the  House,  already  passed,  was  t 
grievous  punishment ;  but  still  there  wa6  ground  sufficient  for  a  dtft»» 
cut  proceeding.  «He  took  a  view  of  the  charges  imputed  to  Lord  Mel» 
ville,  and  declared  he  had  no  doubt  of  his  criminality ;  but  he  cug* 
gested  as  an  amendment,  '*  that  the  attorney-general  be  directed  to 
commence  a  criminal  prosecution  against  Lord  MeKille,  loanded  on 
the  offences  laid  down  in  the  report,  and  that  be  be  directed  lo  $U^ 
the  proceedings  in  the  civil  suit  already  instituted/' 

The  Master  of  the  Rolls  spoke  in  favour  of  a  cnmmal  proseooties 
rather  than  tlic  mode  proposed;  but  contended  that  hi9  lordabtp  bad 
already  been  sufficiently  punished :  aix)  the  only  new  point  brouf^t  to 
light  by  the  select  committee  was,  that  bis  lordship  bad  si^^ied  a  re» 
lease  which  had  been  sent  to  him  by  Mr.  Trotter,  containing  a 
for  the  destruction  of  vouchers,  while  it  did  Qot  af^tear  that  be 
aware  of  this  clause.    His  crime  was  therefore  nominal.    As  to  bis 

having 


Uyiiig  partioiptted  in  the  gain^  of  TroUer,  this  was  mefely  sutpioion, 
and  be  did  not  |ee  bow  any  jury  could  be  ju3ll£ed  in  drawing  such  a^^ 
cpncIueioB.  •  In  ^hort»  after  what  he  had  sufferedy  were  he  to  go  tp  a. 
oew  trial*  it  would  be  an  event  nnexumpled  iu  the  pages  of  history* 

Mr.  Up  Broume  agreed  with  the  lust  speaker,  aa  he  thought  tiiat  no 
iKNr  matter  had  been  disclosed  by  the  selegt  cptnmlttee;  but  if  any 
ftifdier  means  were  to  be  ^do))ted,  he  thpi^ht  that  impeachment  would 
be  mpre  b^coauog  the  dignity  of  the  House. 

Mfssrf*  ^fexandcr  and  Cartwrigit  spoke  strojigly  in  favour  of  Lor^- 
MalviU^y  and  against  the  motion. 

V^l  Tmpk,  Lord  Mmri/  f^iiy*  ^  Hon.  /.  S.  Cocks,  apd  Mr, 
^j0^t  4iiade  naaqy  8e\\ere  animudversions  pn  his  copduc^  and  cpiw, 
teaded  for  the  impeachipian(.-*-At  thr^  o'<;lock  the  debate  was  ad^. 
JQumed. 

Jo^  1 2«  The  order  of  the  day  bein^  res^li^ed  oi>  the  motion  for  tha 
impeaphment  of  Lord  Malville^ 
'  a  Li  Mr.  L^ce$$er  entered  upoa  a  defence  of  Mr.  Wilson,  (this  g^tleiQan 
vbp  acted  under  Mr.  Trotter,  and  whoip  Mr.  Canning  refund  to  di$*f 
sof  vrn^  and  cotUended  that  it  was  both  candid  and  honourable  to  main*^ 
tiiabiniiQ  bis  siltuatipQ*  With  rfsppct  to  Lord  ALelvillc,  he  had  na 
scruple  in  aaying,.  that  if  this  wa^  a  moj^on  against  him  for  the  6r$t 
^fl  UmSf  pa  i^  t)ie  &cla  he  should  npt  giv«  U  a  negative,  l^ecausc  ijt 
U|  woald  .beifoaQd^  pn  <;harg^s  to  whic})  no  ^aUsCictory  anavt'^r  had  been 
^31  9np^  AUudii)g.to  thei  rasoluiiops  of  the  Sth  April,  he  declared  ha 
oouU  find  iM>thing  in  the  Tenth  Report  that  justi^ed  them  in  stating^ 
that  his  lordship)had  drawn  money  from  the  bank  for  tlfe  pprposi^s  oi 
p^iraie  eoiiolument ;  and  therefore  the  proceedings  jtiad  been  preqia* 
tura.  Ha  evea  differed  from  Mr.  Bond,  with  respect  to  the  crii^ip^ 
prpiecatipn ;  for  a  civil  action  having  been  compaeuiced,  he  D^iught  i( 
unjust  tp  attempt  greater  severity.  H^,  however,  adfnitt^  tliat  Iba 
•ccoutttof  Lord  Melville,  of  the  10»p()0h  axid  the  Ualf  of  23,000U 
yas  unaatisfaGtory,  but  it  appeared  that  they  b^d  baaB  repaid  vrithourt 
mtpfeaty  aad  there  was  no  proof  that  t}ie  pubUp  had  Ipst  a  ^hiJUng  by 
aay  transactipn  in  which  he  had  b^o  coaperped.  A#  to  the  rel€;a3e| 
akbou^  there  were  some  auspiciowB  circumstaBcqa  attendii^  i^  \^ 
f:oafoifad  he  dipuld  have  executed  it,  withoat  ^pqsidering  ^  claa^ 
lA  it  as  je?fltraordioary.  He  considered  what  Itad  happened,  as  sufh^^i^iH 
\D  datar  any  paivop  ffipm  a  similar  ofieqc^ ;  and  the  maa  who  was  w^ 
#ffs0tQd  by  Iha  disgrace  wbipb  had  be&lkn  his  lordship,  wogid  Rot  ^ 
dUmid  by  avgr  tbin|* 
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Mr.  I^^rrforcf  dissented  frora  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Ltfyceatcr,  an) 
^was  convinced  it  was  necessary  to  adopt  some  further  measure.   Those 
iTrincipltfS  the  noble  lord  laid  down  to  justify  bis  conduct,  appeared  to 
him  infinitely  more  injurious  than  the  particular  acts  that  called  upon 
liim  for  his  defence;  and  so  far  from  any  thing  that  fell  from  him  tending 
tiQ  justify  hisconduf-t,  or  to  prove  tivdt  lh«  House  had  been  wroiig  io 
any  of  the  steps  adopted  with  respect  to  him,  it  had  a  direct  contrary 
effect  on  his  mmd ;   insomuch,  that  he  conceived  it  tmxiecessaTy  to 
ftrgoe  that  the  act  of  parliament  was  violated,  particularly  as  Lord 
^lelville  received  20001.  a  year  for  the  express  purpose  that  bo  pn?ale 
Qse  bhould  he  made  of  the  public  money.     Tbei e  was  au  ioconsistencjr 
between  his  speech  and  his' former  statement ;  and  the  only  pari  whidb 
appeared  toiiim  satisfactory,  was  Ins  -  reason  forkeeptng  the  treasure 
ship  of  the  navy,  viz.  that  he  had  the  ministry  of  the  affairs  of  India, 
io  which  he  (Mr.  Wilberforce)  Uiomht  his  conduct  highly  meritorious. 
He  had  heard  a  person  who  was  governor-general  of  India  say,  tliat 
Iduring  the  whole  time  he  was  in  power.  Lord  Melville  never  desired 
llim  to  take  d  single  step  that  was  in  the  slightest  degree  painful  to  bis 
feelings^     In  his  lordship's  detence,  Mr.  Wilberforce  confessed  he  wai 
tnbst  struck  with  his  remark  about  the  10,0001,  and  respeciiDg  which 
lie  stated  he  would  give  no  accouat  to  the  House,  or  io  i|ny  other  per- 
aoo.     Sudi'ft  declaration  as  ibis  would  be  astoutshil^,  comifig  from 
jtpy  man;  btKfrom  a  maaof  Lord  Melville's  knowledge  of  tbiscoeii- 
ttyf  its  laws,  its  criminal  proceediogs^^one  m  the  habit  of  makiog'de- 
leiices  for -other  people — that  such  a  man  shouM  set  up  such  a  de^nce 
fer  himself,  whs  so  astonishiDg^nd  extraordinary,  that  HOthiog  but 
guilt  itseK  could  have  suggested  it  ? — What  is  it,  says  he,  but  Jo  lay 
down  a  principle,  which,  if  the  House  were  to  adopt,  would  put  an^end 
to  the  British  constitution  ?— What  is  it  but  to  say,  I  will  be  greater 
than  the  law.     I  wiH  be  above  the  constitution  ? — In  short,  it  is  a 
libel  on  the  constitution  to  suppose  such  a  thiug  will  be  suffered  : — it 
would  iopen  a  door  to  prodigality  and  corruption  :    and  if  it  had  oc« 
ourped  in  the  time  of  Charles  II.  that  profligate  monarch  would  only 
Kave  had  to  say  tohis  minister,  that  be  bad  spent 40,0001. — wanted 
more—fand  did  not  chuse  to  give  any  aiKSount  of  it.     He  addtittedtbat 
lits  lordship  bad  sustained  a  severe  pimitbnient (but  he €o«ld*not  coo* 
ceive  that,  iiy  presenting  the  resolutions  to  tlie  throne,  the  House  Vas 
prevented  from  pursuing  further  steps.     <'  The  main  question  to  ask," 
said  Mr.  Wilberforce,  *'  is,  Whether,  on  the  whole^  this  motion  hav* 
ing  been  brought  forward|  the  punishmeut  Lord  Melville  hvfi  lecefved 
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m  -sufficient;  and  wbether  we  can,*  \Fithout  violating  our  duty,  vote 
against  the  Motion?  We  have  traced  a  large  sum  of  money  into  the 
bands  of  Lord  Melville,  and  he  ought  to  explain  what  he  has  done  with 
ic  If  he  does  not  explain,  the  House  ought  to  call  on  the  justice  of 
the  nation  to  follow  him. 

Lord  Cast/ffeagk  ardently  entreated  the  House  to  adopt  the  Civil 
Process.     He  reminded  them  that  Mr.  Fox  had  distinctly  stated,  that 
lie  would  be  satisfied  if  Lord  Melville  were  dismissed  from  his  Majes* 
ty's  Councils  for  ever.    With  what  kind  of  consistency,    therefore, 
could  those  Gentlemen  who  acceded  to  the  Civil  Process,  now  aban- 
don  that  cause,  and  institute  a  Criminal  Proceeding  f    When  the  Civil 
Process  was  reoommeoded,  the  amount  of  the  sum  supposed  to  have 
been  disappropriated  was  60,000/. ;  now,  however,  that  sum  was  re* 
Auoed  to  iO/XM.    He  traced  the  cond^ict  of  Lord  Melville  with  re* . 
'gard  to  Mr.  Trotter,  and  inferred,  that  if  he  had  intended  to  accumu« 
late  a  fortune,  be  would  have  esfabltslied  a  bank  of  his  own,  and  not 
kave  admitted  Trotter  to  make  a  loan  for  him  of  *^0,000/.    Ahhougb 
he  tcknowledgcd  that  Lord  Melville  was  unfortunate,  yet  be  did  not 
see  any  thing  at  present  at  all  new,  to  justify  the'  House  in  its  depar- 
ture from  the  Resolution  at  first  adopted.    The  object  indeed  seemed 
to  be  to  punish  him  piece-meal,  a  method  foreign  to  the  Constitution, 
and  repugnant  to  the  feelings  of  the  People. 

Mr.  Grey  contended,  that  as  the  Civil  Suit  had  been  forced  upon 
the  House  at  the  veiy  time  vhen  the  Criminal  method  of  proceeding 
was  proposed,  it  qouid  npt  be  alledged  to  have  been  sought  for  by  those 
who  supported  the  former  Motion  against  his  Lordship ;  hot  the  pre*> 
seat  meihod  wa/9  perfectly  regular : — it  was  clear  that  a  breach  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament  had  been  proved,  and  that  his  Lordship  had  cor- 
rupt p^rpo8es  in  view.  He  wished  (he  House  to  advert  to  the  nature 
9f  the  balances  remaining  in  the  hands  of  Trotter.  The  act  was  passed 
in  1785,  and  was  to  take  effect  in  the  month  of  July,  the  same  yeaj;^ 
Lord  Melville,  however,  thought  ii  expedient  to  suspend  its  operation 
till  July  1786,  and  in  the  mean  time  contrived  to  accumulate  the 
balances  to  about  104,000/,  when  at  the  corresponding  period  in  the 
precedii^  year  there  was  only  a  balance  of  about  600/  remaining  in 
the  hands  of  Lord  Bayning.  On  these  balances  there  was  proof  of 
fiCiiiflX  profitr having  been  made  and  paid  to  Lord  Melville,  Here  Mr, 
piey  entered  into  a  detail  of  the  various  payments  made  upon  the  ac- 
counts he  had  alluded  to,  which  he  stated  as  amounting  in  all  to  about 
7,222/.  After  a  review  of  various  other  points  connected  with  tlie 
conduct  of  Lord  Melville,  be  concluded  with  observing,  that  on  the 
srhole,  there  was  such  a  mass  of  evidence  contained  in  the  two  Re- 
nortSy  that  h^  could  not  doubt  that  such  4  9omplete  case  of  participa* 
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^oti  Inui  be^  macie  otit  Against  L^fd  Melville  as  would  justify 
&stitutiDg  a  Criiilmal  linpeacbrtient. 

Mr.  R.  S.  Dundas  thought  it  ^utjustie^  to  tbe  H6uae  t6  remiiid 
them  how  much  the  conduct  of  his  noble  relative  had  beed  iiiisr^re- 
iented.  At  the  general  meetings  the  most  absurd  falsehoods  were  pro^ 
]^gated ;  and'  at  dne  of  i6em  it  had  been  asserted  by  a  person  high  in 
rtnk,  that  the  peculations  of  Lotd  Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter  were  the 
original  cause  of  the  various  loans  and  humerbus  taxes  imposed  upod 
the  pec^le.  He  proceeded  to  argue  that  Lord  Melville  would  have 
afforded  every  satisfaction  to  the  Commissioners,  had  he  been  permit* 
ftd  to  have  docuihents. 

Mr.  Camung  made  an  animated  speech  against  the  Motioot  ill 
wbieh  he  declared  that  Lord.  Melville  had  received  much  less  jusUcd 
in  bis  cxaminaUoiis  than  a  Criminal  woiuld  have  reCiaived  at  the  OM 
Bailey. 

Messrs.  Baihrn-H  and  VariiUimrt  spoke  in  favour  of  the  amend  mei^i 
l(nd  on  a  division,  there  appeared  for  the  Amiendment  23B,  against  it 
|^^.«— M^ority  for  the  Criminal  Prosecution,  and  against  the  Im- 
pBiichineat>  9.— Adjourned. 

Jane  ^4.-^Mr.  Lnfunttr^  in  consequeiK^  of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Bond 
which  Stood  for  the  msxt  day,  relative  to  the  conoJusion  of  the  transact 
lion  respecting  Mr.  Jellicoe  from  the  proceedings  against  Lord  Mel* 
^lle,  ordered  by  the  House  to  be  cafried  on  by  the  Attomey-'Oeneral, 
gave  notide,  that  he  should  to-morrow  move,  that  an  Impeachment 
Against  his  Lordship  be  institute()  instead  of  the  Criminal  Prosecutioi^ 
formerly  ordered. 

June  $5.— Mr.  Leycestcr,  afirersome  observations  from  Mr.  Bond,  oIh 
^tv0d^  *^  That  the  object  of  his  Motion  of  which  he  gave  notice  yes* 
terday,  was,  that  the  House  should  proceed  by  Impeachment  against 
lienry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  for  the  several  offences  charged  in  the 
Tenth  Beport,  and  that  the  Attorney-General  should  be  directed  to 
atay  the  Pxtfceedings  directed  by  the  House  on  the  I3th  of  June." 

Mr.  Bond  concluded  his  reply,  by  observing,  '^  That  the  House 
were  t6  determine,  whether  they  would  alter  a  decision  made  in  one 
Of  the  fullest  meetings  ever  known,  and  that  too  opqn  a  notice  only 
given  twenty-four  hours  before  the  Motion." 

Mr.  JFbjr  made  a  most  able  speech  on  this  occasion.  He  remarked, 
that  there  were  now  about  a  hundred  apd  one  members  fewer  than  o^ 
the  (brmer  division.  It  appeared  as  if  the  Honourable  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  were  fighting  the  cause  of  Lord  Melville  inch  by  inch ; 
and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  determine  whether  such  a  conduct  proceeded 
from  favour  toward  Lord  Melville,  or  a  party  triumph  of  a  poKtical 
iLind,  in  orcier,  at  all  events,  to  screen  his  Lordship  from  that  degree 
(]|  ]punishnient  which  the  House  9een|^d  disposed  to  inflict.  He  dioul# 
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only  say,  that  the  dfecinon  g^ven  on  a  former  occ^lon  was  one  of  tbe 
most  solemu  he  ha4  ever  vitoessed.  Mr.  Fox  ooncluded,  by  moving 
**  That  the  other  ordei9  of  the  day  be  now  read/'  that  the  matter 
might  either  be  entir0)y  dropped,  or  that  they  might  have  time  to  cove 
to  a  deliberate  decision  by  ^  cs^U  of  the  House  being  made. 

After  other  members. |iad  delivered  their  opinions,  the  housed!* 
vided  on  Mr.  Fox's  Motion,  Ayes  lid.  Noes*  10'6 — Majqrity  23. 

Mn  F&Xf  in  the  interval,  when  strangers  were  excluded,  moved  for  a 
Call  of  the  House,  but  the  motion  was  negatived. 

The  Motion  for  aa  Impeachment  was  next  put  aad  ci^rried  without  a 
division. 

While  strangers  wore  excluded,  Mr.  Whitbread  was  iqipointed  Ma% 
asg^r  of  the  Impeachineot,  and  directed  to  go  the  next  day  to  tbf 
Lords  and  acquiiint  tliem  with  tlie  circumstances.  An  order  w^  als^ 
made  lor  appointing  a  Committed  to  draw  up  the  articles  of  thelm* 
peachmeot. 

Strangers  having  been  excluded  a  second  time  from  the  gallerjf^ 
Mr.  Fox,  in  that  interval,  contended  for  the  necessity  of  a  call  of  ih* 
House,  for  the  purpose  of  considering  whether  it*  virould  not  also  b# 
proper  to  rescind  the  vote  of  that  night. — And  lie  did  move  that  tht 
.Noose  be  called  over  on  that  day  fortnight.    This  motion  was  aftai* 
wards  withdrawn. 
At  Two  o'clock  in  the  morning  the  House  adjourned. 
June  2(;.— The  Speaker  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  Hts 
Whitbread,  who  was  on  his  legs,  with  a  paper  in  his  hand^  containing 
the  determination  of  the  House  respecting  Lord  MeWilie,  and  ready  to 
proceed  to  the  House  of  Lords.  The  Speaker  having  desired  that  Gen*' 
tfemen  would  be  pleased  to  attend  their  messenger,  Mr.  Whitbread,  at*" 
tended  by  most,  of  the  Members  present,  proceeded  to  the  House  of 
Lord^,  and  on  his  return  acquaintied  the  House  that  he  had  been  to  the 
Lords,  and  conformably  to  the  Orders  of  the  House  hadaoqqainted  fhefr 
Lordships  of  the  determination  of  the  Hpuse  relative  to  the  impeachment 
of  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville)  of  High  Crimes  and  Misdemeanorsi 
and  that  tbeBouse  would  exhibit  to  their  Lordships  articles  of  thechargf| 
and  make  good  the  same.    He  then  moved  that  a  committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  prepare  article^  of  impeachment  against  Henry  Lord  Vis- 
count Mekillle. 

Qn  the  question  being  ppt  and  agreed  to,  Lqr^  Temple  moved  thai  4| 
Mr.  Whitbread  be  one  of  that  Committee. — ^^Agrcfed. 

Mr.  Whitbread  then  rpse  and  moved  that  the  fi(;^l|owing  Gedtlemen^ 
aroountjn^  in  all  to  21, 1)^  apjpointed  mem|pfiv  of  M)9  aaid  Ci^mmitteef 
wjiichw*sa|r^j»t9.        ''  j^  ^ 
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Mr.  Vox  Mr.  Holland 

Mr.  Grey  Mr.  W-  Smkh 

Mt.  Sheridan  Mr.  Calaraft 

l.ord  H.  Petty  Mr.  Kinnaird 

Lord  Marsbam  Lord  Porchester 

'  Mr.  Giles  Lord  A.  Hamilloi* 

Lord  rolkstooc  Mr.  C.  W.  Wynu« 

Mr.  Raine  Mr.  Jekyll 

Dr.  Lawrence  Mr.  Morris 

My.  Creevey  liord  Temple 

And  Mr.  Whitbread,  whose  name  was  placed,  at  the  head  of  the  lis(r> 
This  Committee  having  drawn  particular  articles  of  impeachment 
against  Lord  Melville,  they  were  preseated  by  Mr.  Whitbread,  at  tlis 
bar  of  the  House  of  Lords,  on  the  9th  of  July. 

On^the  4ih  of  March,  1606',  Mr.  Whitbread,  rose  to  sUteto  tbt 
House,  that  the  Committee  appouited  to  prepare  articles  of  impeacl^ 
ment  against  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melvilfe,  in  the  prpgress  of  its  en- 
quiries had  made  many  new  and  impojrtant  discoveries;  in  consequence 
pf  which,  he  mpved,  that  the  Committee  should  have  leave  to  report 
auch  further  information  as  had  come  to  their  knowledge  ;  which  being 
giffeed  to,  he  imniediately  brought  up  the  following  Report : 

*^  The  Committee  appointed  to  draw  up  Articles  of  Impeachment  ag^unst 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  ;  and  who  were  empowered  to^^re• 
port  such  further  matters  as  shall  have  come  to  their  knowledge,  ia 
the  course  of  tlie  examinations  taken  be&ire  them»  with,  respect  to 
thecoodyctof  the  said  Lord  Viscount  Melville^  during  the  time^^at 
he  held  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty ^s  Nwvy— Have  agreed 
to  the  following  report : — 

**  Yo^T  Committee  have  already  reported  to  the  House  several  Arti- 
cles of  impeachment  against  Henry,  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  which 
they  ^Qfeisidcjred  it  their  duty.  to. prepare,  without  delay,  upon  the 
circumstances  and  transactions  disclosed  ia  the  Reports  referred  t» 

"  They  have  since  appHed  themselves  to  the  further  investigation  of 
the  matters  contained  in  those  Reports,  and  having  obtained  much 
new  and 'material  information,  which,  in  the  judgment  of  your  Com- 
mittee, will  make  it  necessary  to  prefer  hn  additional  article  or  addi- 
tional  articles  of  impeachment  against  I^nl  Melville,  4hey  think  it 
their  duty  previously  to  submit  the  same  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

*•  The  attention  of  your  Committee  has  been  particularly  directed 
toaflum«fro,000/.  In  ^hich  Lord  Melvrlle  stated  himself  tobein- 
d4»tad  to  the  Navy  Pay-Office,  whaa  Mr.  Trottef  was  first  appointed 
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Paymaster,  in  Janatury  y  1786.  Hdw,  when,  and  for  what  purposes  t&lk 
ttumof  lOyOOO/.  originally  came  into  the -possession  of  Lord  Melville^ 
is  left,  by  the  Reports ^feierred  to  your  Cominittee,  whoHy  UDcertain. 
It  wai  manifest  that  it  must  have  b«en  received  by  Lord  Melville,  prio* 
to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Trotter;  and  as  the  former  Paymaster  (the 
late  Mr.  Andrew  Douglas)  executed  that  office  during  the  whole  of 
Lord  Melville's  first  Treasurership,  and  so  much  of  the  siecond,  as  pre- 
ceded Mr.  Trotter's  appointment ;  your  Committee  thought  it  expei 
dient  to  call  for,  and  inspect,  all  such  books,  papers  and  accounts,  of  tlie 
late  Mr.  Douglas,  relating  to  the  Navy  Pay-Officfe,  as  could  be  pro- 
duced to  them.  Many  of  these  were  found  in  the  possession  of  his 
widow,  and  the  examination  of  them  has,  in  the  estimation  of  your 
Committee,  brought  ta  light  very  important  matter ;  the  truth  of  which 
is  confirmed  ^y  information  derived  from  other  sources. 

''  It  is  already  known  to  the  House,  that  Lord  Melville  wastifst  ap- 
pointed Treasure!-  of  the  Navy,*  on*  the  Ipth  of  August,  1782,  and 
diat  by  warrant  dated  the23dx>f  October,  1782,  hi^  salary  was  in- 
creased to  the*  net  sum  of  4,000/.  *  in  full  of  all  wages  and  fees,  and 
other  profits  and  emoluments  heretofore  enjoyejd  by  other  Treasurers 
of  the  Navy/  *  >* 

**  It  now'appears  that  Lord  Melville,  oo  the  20th  of  August,  IT-SS^ 
(the  day  after  he  first  entered  upon  his  office)  constituted  Mr.  Andrew 
Douglas  his  Paymaster ;  and  that  on  the  same  day  Mr.  Douglas  paid 
to  the  account  of  Lord  Melville,  at  his  Bankers*,  Messrs.  Drumtaoads,^ 
the  sum  €»f  1000^  But  as  this  advance  se^ms  to  have  been  made  to 
t^rA  Melville  from  the  private  funds  of  Mn  Douglas*  it  is  here  no- 
ticed by  your  Committee  only  to  explain  in  pectitbe  subsequent 
transactions.  .:.-.!: 

**  Your  Committee  find,  that  cmtil  the  6th  of  NovembeK*  1782»  all 
lihe  money  issoed  frcrni  the  Elxchequer  to  th^  Treasurer  of  the>Navy  for 
Naval  Services,  was  regularly  paid  upon  his  a^coMQt,  ai  Treasorar  of 
the  Navy,  to  the  Bank  of  England,  whose  clerks  appear  to  have  at- 
tended at  the  Exchequer  to  receive  it.  On  the  bib  day  of  November» 
1782,  this  course  of  proceeding  seems  to  have  been,  for  the  first  timci 
departed  from,  thei*e  having  been  on  that  day  45,000/.  issued  from  the 
Exchequer  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  for  Naval  Services,  of  which 
sam  only  40,000/.  was  paid  to  his  •account  at  the  Bank,  the  remaining 
SflOOL  being,  by  the  l^^easurer^s  order,  deposited  by  the  Paymaster 
in  ao  iron  ehest,  then  kept  in  the  office  cesh-room,  and  called  by  him 
the  treasurer's  iron  chest. 

<f  On  tho  22d  of  the  same  month,  tlie  sum  of  SOfiOOi.  was  issued 
ftom  the  Exchequer  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy }  of  which  sum  only 

47,000/. 
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4fTfi00i.  was  paid  to  Ui3  Account  at  Uie  Bank,  ^  remaiuiog  3*0(Xt 
\tmg  placed)  «s  before,  io  the  irDoicbe&t. 

''  On  the  ijHb  of  Pecember  17^9,  a  further  teiie  of  99>S30^-  ^^  10<^' 
was  loade  froD)  the  Excheqgei-  to  ihe  Treasurer  of  tbe  Navy ;  of  wbick 
pnly  9Q9H90I.  $f.  i.Q</.  was  paid  tQ  Us  account  at  the  BaDk»  the  re* 
mainiDg  S9OOOI,  being  in  like  manner  taken  to  tbe  iron  chest.  . 

"  On  the  2d  of  January,  1783>  there  was  deposited  in  tbe  i^cnp 
chest  the  further  sum  of^fiOOl,  which  wa^s  that  day  received  from  the 
then  Mr.  Weibore  Ellis's  ex-lreasujer&hp»  in  repayment  of  an  advance 
to  that  amoui^t,  which  had  been  made  tQ  that  ex-'treasurership  frooi 
Lord  Melville's  account  at  the  Bank>  in  co^Uance  with  a  minute  of 
the  Navy  Board  of  the  60th  of  November,  1782. 

*'  The  payments  made  into  this  iron  chest,  on  or  before  the  2d  of 
January,  1783,  stand  tlierefore  as  follow ;  viz. 

J782.  Nov.     6.  Fromthe  £;t(chequer.«.«^ ,.  L.5»OP9 

22.  From  Do.  --* ...-,     3,00Q 

Dca  19,  From  Do 3,000 

^7  8>5*  Jan*     9*  From  JSlr.  £liis*s  Treasurership. ,  ^      jf,000 

Making  in  the  whole. .  » ^ .  •  • .  L.  1 6,000 
**  How  this  sum  of  J  6,000/.  so  issued  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy^ 
fornaval  services,  and  by  his  order  placed  in  his  iron  ehest,  instead 
of  beii^  lodged  in  tbe  Bank,  was,  in  the  first  instance,  disposed  of,  is 
fully  explained  by  tbe  accounts  and  papers  of  Mr.  Douglas. 

**  By  these  it  witt  appear,  that,  on  the  nth  of  November,  1782,  fivife 
dayaafterihe  first  deposit  in  the  iron  chest,  Mr.  Douglas,  the  Paymasterl 
d^veved  to  Lc^dMdviUe,  upon  his  receipt,  500/.  and  on  the  follow 
ing  day  2,000/.  moi^  On  sba  22d  of  (he  same  month,  1,000/.  more 
was  in  like  manner  delivered  by  him  to  Lord  Melville^  and  on  thi 

B5th,  the  further  sum  of  3,000/. 

» 

**  On  Ifae  19th  of  December  followins,  the  additional  sums  of  1,000/, 
and  of  5,000/.  were  also  delivered  by  the  Paymaster,  to  or  for  the  use 
of  Lord  Melville,  upon  his  receipt;  making,  with  the  former  sums. 
10,500/.;  respecting  the  particulars  of  which,  Mr.  Douglas  appears  ip 
have  at  this  time.made  ^sti^ement  to^  and  qom^  t9  a  settlement  upon^ 
with  Lord  Melville. 

**  On  the  4th  of  Jaooayyi  i78a*  iheXe  remained  in  the  irc^i  che% 
9^5001. ;  j^om  vjiich  the  sum  oi^fiOOL  was  on  that  day  taken  and  psod 
to  l^r.  Jellicoe  (th^n  DeiviJ^  PayiMieter)t<lQwanis  hia  office  payments^ 
leavii^  in  the  chest  a  lesiduao/only  2«500/. ;  ibm  whole  of  wbicfa  resi^ 
due  waa,  on  the  $Ui  of  April*  1793,  d^vered  by  Mr.  Douglas  to  Lbrd 
N«lviUe,  upon  hi^  receipt. 

^  Of  tbe  16,000/.  fio  deposited  in  tha  iron  cbest,  it  appears,  there* 
^  feier 


toke^  Aat  ^nfy  SfiOOL  was  altermrds  pad  ont  for  uval  semeesto  sob* 
accountants,  (h^  nelnaining  1 3,0001.  having  been  paid  to  Lord  MalvtUi^ 
bpon  his  receipt  a^  under ;  vis. 

1782.  Nov.  11.  From  the  Chest  to  Lord  Melville  500 

12,  Do.     ...•.** *^.. -.*-..—  2,000 

22.  Do. 1,000 

Si.  Do.    .^... i. 3,000 

Dea*  Id*  Do.   .4... & 1,000 

•*^.  Do. 3,000 

1783.  April   Jl.  Do.    ^ 2,500 


Mailing  in  the  whole        L.  13^000 


"  In  v^di  stiiii  of  13,000/.  Lord  Melville  thus  stood  indebted  to 
the  public,  on  the  5th  of  April,  1783. 

^*  On  the  10th  of  that  month.  Lord  Melville,  resigned  his  situation 
fifTreasurerof  theNavy,  without  having  discharged  any  part  of  that 
debt,  and  leaving  t6e  balance  of  his  Treasurer's  account  at  the  bank^ 
deficient  to  the  amount  of  the  aforesaid  sum  of  I3,t00/. 

''  On  th^  14th  of  Apiil,  1783,  four  days  after  his  resignation,  tUl 
deficiency  was  furtTi^i*  itkcr^aSed,  by  a  draft  drawn  oh.  fhat  day,  by  Mf« 
Douglas,  upob  the  then  ex-treasurership  account  at  ttie  Bank,  for 
10,000/.  which  thoo^  made  payable  to  Mr.  Jellicoe,  or  bearer,  ivjs 
not,  as  it  appears,  delivered  to  Mr.  Jellicoe;  but  was  paid  to  Lord 
Melville,  upon  his  receipt ;  nidking  the  deficiency  xh  his  esttreasurer- 
ship  account  at  the  Bank,  of  iA  other  words,  his  debt  to  the  public, 
Amount  to  23,000/. 

'*  And  accordingly  it  is  found,  at  the  end  6f  the  same  ti^ontlu 
tis.    30th  April,    17S3,   the  office  balance  agaitist  Lord  MelvHIe 

waa..,,...^... • - L.85,4D8  12  S 

And  the  Sank  balance  in  his  favour,  only ..••..... 66',408  12  3 

Peingdefipiei|tby—.»«.^*»v 2^,000  0  0 


'*  The  whole  of  this  23,OOQ/.  appears  to  have  remained  due  from 
]U>rd  Melville  unt^  the  24th  of  June,  l783,  when  the  reductidn  of  it 
was  begun  by  (he  payment  of  1,000/.  made  by  Mr.  A.  Gray  (a  clerk  in 
the  Navy  Pay  Office)  to  Lord  Melville's  ^Jt*Crea£urers1iip  account  at 
the  Bank. 

•«  Between  that  find  the  31st  6f  July,  1783,  several  similar  payments 
irereiQad^  by  Mr.  Oray,and  by  a  comi&ercial  hdu^  thefltiiiding  under. 
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the  fbrm  of  Muir  and  AtkinsoD ;  aftiooniiDg  in  the  whole  to  15,4001. 
and  reducing  the  debt  of  Lord  MelvtUe  from  23»00Ql.  to  760OL 

The  dates  and  sums  of  these  payments  will  be  seen  in  the  following 
account.  ,  . 

Dr.    ,-    -    .    •    Lord.  Melville.  .•    -.    -    -    Cr. 


1783 L,  - 

April  14,    To. Bank  ba-  . 

.     lancft.  -    -    -    •  23,000 


23,000 


17iJS.  L. 

.  Jime.24^  By  Gray  *-  -  lOOO 

July.  7,  By  Atkinson  -  5000 

...11.  By  Gray      -  -  1400 

.       .   1^.  ByAtkinsom  *  6000 

31.  Byl^  .    -    -    2000 

#  

15,400 
By  balance    7^ 

23,000 


From  the  31st  of  July,  1783,  until  after  Lord  Melville'^  te-appoiot? 
tnent  to  the  office,  in  January,  1784,  he  remained  indebted  to  the  ac- 
cpunt  of  his  ex-treasurersbip  at  the  Bank,  in  the  above  sum  of  76OOL 
and  no  reduction  of  it  took  place  until  the  1 3th  of  March,  1784,  wfaeq 
a  sum  of  200Q1.  was  drawn  out  from  his  then  second  treasurership  ac> 
count  at  the  Baok^  and  placed  to  his  credit  there  in  the  account  of  his 
first,  or  ex-treasurership.  On  the  24th  of  April,  1784,  the  sum  of 
lOOOL;  on  the  17th  of  June,  1784,  the  sum  of  1  SOOl.;  and  on  the 
)st  of  Marc^f  1795,  another  sum  of  15001.  were  in  like  manner  trans- 
ferred at  the  Bank,  from  the  account  of  the  second  to  that  of  the^  first 
treasurership  of  Lord  Melville,  making  in  the  whole  6OOOI.  and  reduce 
ing  tlif  «l«)^cieucy  in  the  Bauk  balance  of  bis  first  treasurership  to  the 
sum  of  1600].  but  at  the  same  time  creating  one  of  6OOOI.  in  the  Bank 
balance  of  his  second  treasurership ;  so  that  the  gross  amount  of  the 
public  money  withheld  by  Lord  Melville  from  the  Bank,  in  this  res* 
pect,  still  remained  the  same,  vie.  76OOI. 

It  appears,  however,  that  in  the  mean- time,  on  the  20th  of  August, 
1784,  Mr.  Douglas,  the  paymaster,  drew  from  the  account^  of  the  $e* 
irond  treasurership  at  the  Bauk»  the  sum  pf  20001.  for  the  use  of  Lord 
Jlelville;  and  on  the  25th  of  May,  1783,  ^  similar  transaction  took 
phice  to  the  same  amount ;  by  which  means  Lord  Melville  became  on 
that  day  indebted  to  the  account  of  his  second  treasurership  at  th^ 
Bank,  as  well  in  the  sum  of  QOOOl.  before  stated  to  have  been  trans- 
/erred  from  it  to  the  account  of  the  first  treasurership,  as  in  the  smp 
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1.0.000K  ...  .:    •     : 

**  T^  wholeof  this  sum  of  IQ^QO^I.  and.aUo  the  9p^,Qf  l6pOl.  dtw 

to  th^  account  of  the  first  treasurer^Uip*  conUnued  ui\p9i^.);iy  ^^r4 

Melville,  until  the  6t^  of  October,  J78i5.  when  the  1 6,000L.  deficiency 

w^s  reduced  to  90001.  by  a  payment  of  lOOOl.  (then  due  to  Lord  Mel- 

"ville  for  a  quarter's  salary)  being  ipade  to  the  Recount  of  the  second 

treasurersbip  at  the  Bank.     From  that  time,  until  after  the  death  of 

KJr.  Dpiigla|9,  in  pec.  1785,  and  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Trotter  to 

succeed. hi m^. in. Jan.  ,178|5,  the  deficiency  continued  unaltered ;  and 

Ihere  w^  du^  frpm  Lord  N|elvi11c  to  ,the  public  ifiC^Pl*  in  resp^^t  of  his 

$rst  or  ex-trfas^j;reifship,  and  ^000^,  in  i^espect  of  his  sqcoqd  trcasurer- 

ihip,  l^akin^  together  the  sum  of  I 0,6qo1.     Vppn  this  statement  it  is 

evident,  that  Lord  Melville  had  in  hU  bauds,  when. Mr,  Trqtter  was 

appomted  .Paymaster,  10,0001.  of  the  public  money,  which  had  beep 

withdrawn  from  the  Banki^  and  thafrtlie  sum  of  lO.OOOl.  which  iord 

Melvillo  told  Mr*  Trotter  was  due  from  him  to  the  account  of  the  se* 

coud  trPAsurership,  wasno(  a  dfbt  arising  from  any  specific  sum  taken 

froc\  th^t  or  the  farmer  Ireasurerstipi  but  was,  with  the  adf^itibn  of 

60Oi.  the  undischarged  residue  of  27,0001.   tak^n  l^  him  at  several 

.tiiQe^  from  the  pvi^lic  pipucy :  23,0OQl.  of  it  being  originally  taken 

^(P  the  issues  to  tU^  first  tr^^urership,  aW^  th^  remaining  40ppU 

heuig  taken  from  those  made  to  the  second. 

**  J^i  whfi|t  times,  ^i^  ufider  vyiiat  circumstai^es,  the  sums  coqiposin^ 
this27^00Ql.  or4j|ii)^)l^  ^aupeipto  l^he.pfMsession  of  l^ord  Melville,  your 
cpiiamittee  ^ia,y^  ^^^  \fe^rf  ft^le  to  ^sc^rlfj^  F^f  aj'M  ^tf^^^®^  ?M- 
lipsea  i\^  i^rerp  ^J^hdrpyirD,.  t^i^  \xJj^^se^  ^iji^'  Jl^lyijle  /ift^war^s 
i^)ad^  of  thefn,.  t^ejf  canpat,  jij  ey^ry  p8^f^icMlar,.at  f  resefi^  fu>ly  state  tp 
ttM?  Hpi^e. .  ^ui  a  pa^t  is  fo!U»4  to  ]h^v|?  b^eo  p^i^.to  .f'PJ^d  Melville's 
priyai^  account  ^t  lii^  bs^i^kf r^'^  Wess^TU  PiiupmopflSj  .^nd  10JK)I.  to 
iiave  b^n  f^ppKed  qo  thp  Jigt^.c^.  p^gf«ph(Br,^  1^82,,  \tf  rppa^a?ent  of 
.^  «P"P  H^??  ?^t^<J  ^  >?«•?«  cWP^'l^^fi^^f^  tp  his  Itjr^s^ijp  l)y  Mr. 
pou|^l^  the  4ay  a^fler.bif  first  ?Jip#tlflf4  ^]\^^^f^V  .Other  sums 
;?»PP€«fr  Uj^ye  forf««^  itqns  9f  .j^^  b(?|^fjp^  J4)r4  Alejvilje  and 
^Ir.  Gr^^,  who,,  as  ftlrejj(;iy  pj^^^^vp^l^  was  a  fl^rk  ii}  the  Navy  Pay- 
Office,  apd.w^^  <P  yP^r  co|u^)ii.t^  fire  iiiforme^,  V^}!^  frec^uent  f^abi^ 
f ( iqakipg  pf«uniaf;y  t^vancea  to  Lorcj  Alelyille, 

**  Tbe  application  of  the  large  sum  of  1 0,000U  whicfa  was  withdraw^ 

.eq  the  J4th  of  April,  1783,  by  a  draft  in  favour  of  Mr.  Je^iicoe,  your 

coi^mittee  have  been  able*  to  tracp ;  and  it  appears  to  have  been  useic^ 

^  |A>rd  MelvjUe  $^  a  loap  t^  the  bouse  of  Muir  and  Atkinson,  witb 


ivhom  Iici^ept  an  dccount,  and*  who  appear  to  haTf  beea  at  tfiat  timJi 
in  need  of  assistance. — This  advance  will  be  found  to  have  been  moi^ 
ttan  discAar^eS  be/ore  the  end  of  three  months,  by  the  re-pay(nenti 
toade  by  that  house  on  tlie  7th  and  12th  of  July,  1783,  to  Lord  Mdi 
ville's  ex;tr^a«urersbip  account  at  the  Bank. 

*'  The  use  made  of  some  of  the  smaller  8uni$  withdrawn,  your  com* 
xnittee  have  not  yet  discovered  ;  tut  being  itrongly  impressed  with  the 
importance  of  the  facts jx>w  laid  before" the  House,  andvapprehensive 
that  the  articles  of  impeachment,  which  were  prepared  before  they 
were  in  possession  of  this  information,  are  not  so  fram^  at  to  admit 

•  •  • 

full  evidence  of  all  the  circa mstances  herein  detailed,  the}'  have  en4 
de^voured  to  diicliarge  their  duty,  by  stating  them  to  (he  House,  as  the 
l^round  of  ^  further  article,  to  be  added  to  those  already  preferred.'* 

On  the  ^th  of  Af arch,  Mr.  JVhitbre&d  moved  the  order  of  the  day, 
for  taking  this  report  into  consideration,  which  being  agreed  to,  be  said 
he  should  be  as  unwilling,  as  he  thought  it  must  b^  unnecessary,  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  Ifiouse,  by  any  observations,  for  the  purpose  of 
inducing  theni  to  ponciif  in  the  report  of  tiie  committee,  and  the  mo- 
tion he  had  tp  submit  to  them.  ButUthough  the  facts  evidently  spoke 
for  thei^selves,  he  thought  it  right  to  say  a  few  words  respeclinjg  tha 
mude  of  proceeding  adopted  by  the  committee.  '  AH  must  agree,  that 
the  information  wliich'last  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the  committed 
could  not  be  wit]iheld  from  the  Iloufe  of  Commons,  especially  as  it 
formed  a  n^^  ^ubj^ct  of  crimination,  to  a  ^reatef  extent  than  the  for* 
pier  on^.  iThey  discovered^  that/  ^tiring  the  time  Mir.  Pougla^  was 
Paymaster,  Lord  Kifeiv^ne  h^^  acknowledged,  that  he  owed  arrears 
from  hh  first  treasut^r$hip,  to  the  Amount  of  lO.oOot.  which liad  not 
been  applied  to  public  purposes  $  that^  UJs  lordship  remained  a  debtor 
to  the  public  in  the  interval  of'  ttfe  ^me  that  b^  was  ou^  of  o(fice ;  that 
lie  was  debtoV  fiven  at  the  time  thit  he  brought  in  his  biH,  and  all  th^ 
time  that  H  continued  In' lofRce,  after  the  passing  of  th^  act,  Son^e 
gentlemen  iverc  of  opinion;  tWat  this  additional  charge  might  be  in- 
cluded in  the  firs^  articfe  of  iropeacbtnent ;  bpt,  oti  the  otbefr  hand,1| ' 
was  thou^t  littter  Onfjiir,  as  Jt  WW  nol  been  offered  at  the  tiioe  the 
'impeachment  T^agadoj^ted^  The  committee  had  lipt,  he  sriid,  receiv- 
ed this  informMtibn  till  two  daystefore  the  end  of  the  last  sessioo; 
they  pontinueci  to  sit  every  ^revidus  day.  *  On  the  ^rst  day  of  this 
'session,  J^ofd  Melville  put  in  his  answer,  before  the  comniittee  had 
gone  ihroii£,h  thfB  Ijaborious  ihvastigatiop  which  was  necessary  to  get  at 
^  the  whole  of  tlieas  tfanEactions.  He  w^s  ^ware,  that  there  was  not,  at 
leaf^  in  n^odefn  times,  any  precedent  of  4  fnp&b  article  being  pres^te^ 


After  aa  aittncef  naa  pMt  in,  bu;  it  could  tcarcety  be  pontended,  ttlAt 
tiie  want  of  precedent  could  preclude  the  right. of  the  commons  oi 
Great  Bntaiu;  for  Otherwisei  a  j^^iieral  answer,  put  in  at  aiiy  tirae^ 
^ould  prevent  thdm  from  proceeding  any  fdrtjier.  All  that  he  ha^ 
to  add ,  vtnSf  that  he  had  the  pleasure  to  ioform  them,  that  as 
soon  as  L)rd' Melville  should  put  in  his  answer  to  this  additional  arti-' 
cle»  the  <U):Qmittee  would  be  ready  to  proceed  to  trial  on  th«*  earliest 
day  the  lords  should  appoint  for  that  purpose  He  then  moved^ 
**  thai  the  unpenchment  committee  be  diredted  to  prepare  an  addi* 
tiooal  article  of  impeachment  against  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville, 
Upon  the  matter  contaiiied  in  the  said  report"— which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr;  ffkUbread,  a  short  time  afterwards,  brought  dp  thd  report  of 
Ihe -fiorarnitteey  containing  tlie  additional  article  alluded  to.  It  charg- 
tdt  in  flubstauce,  tliat  Lord  i\telvilte  was  appointed  to  the  office  of 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  in  17^2,  aiul  ihat  while  in  that  office,  from  that 
time  tfi  the«5th  of  January,  180^,  and  afterwards  to  the  I  st  of  January, 
178(9  Jie,  at  various  times,  took  different  sums  df  the  public  money, 
lo  the  amount  of  :27,0()OL  which  he  fi'audulently  and  illegally  coq« 
trerted  to  his  own  use,  or  to  other  corrupt  purposes;  and  that  ht  coq>^ 
tiaoed  to  do  so  during  his  treasurership,  contrary  to  the  act  of  parlia* 
mtai  pro^Kised  by  himself. 

Mr.  Ptrcival  disclaimed  any  wish  df  obsti'uctihg  the' course  of  the 
pTOteediog  now  proposed ;  he  wished  to  suggest  it  as  an  object  for  tb^ 
eoosiderattoa  of  the  gentlemen  composing  the  committee,  as  they  ac* 
kno#lRdged  this  was  the  first  time  of  presenting  an  additional  article 
after  an  answer  had  beeti  put  in,  whether  it  might  not  be  an  obstruct 
tiOD  to  it  in  another  House,  which  might  at  least  be  productive  df 
delay  I 

Air*  IFkUbread  replied^  that  the  t>ossibility  of  duch  an  objection  did 
lK>t  escape  the  attention  lof  the  committee,  but  the  reasoti  of  the  thto^ 
«va^  10  obvious,  that  an  obstruction  of  that  kind  was  scarcely  to  be  es>^' 
p9Gied.  However,  if  the  lords,  on  that  account,  should  think  prop^ 
tu  reject  ii,  the  House  would  then  have  to  consider  what  further  steps 
fliottid  be  taken,  and  might  prefer  a  frnsh  impeaehment^  ^hich  it  Vrould 
ftot  be  in  the  power  of  the  other  House  to  reject. 

The  report  was  then  ordered  to  be.lakeninto  furtb^  tdziiideratiofi 
OB  the  lOtfa,  and  to  be  printed^  ^ 

Accordingly  Qn  that  day  Mr.  \Vhitbread  nioved  the  oi-der  of  the  day, 

for  the  further  consideration  of  the  report  of  the  committee  On  th^ 

further  article  of  impeachment  of  Lord  Viscount  Melville;  Wliich  being 

ead»  be  moved,  *'  that  the  said  article  be  one  oCjMr  6(  the  articles 

a^^  a|ftins| 


4  V  ^ 

xcu 


against  tlic  sara  tofd  Viscount  NJclvillc/'— ^Trdered.    fte  atco 

•*  that  the  said  article  be  jengrossed  ;  and  that  the  coutmitee  he  ap- 

pomted  to  draw  up  ^id  article^  and  to  exhibit  any  further  articles; 

and  that  tliewd  Lord  Viscount  Melville  may  be  put  to  ans\ver  (&e 

same,  andthe  committee  to  prepare  a  clause  fur  that  purpo3<:.^— 

Ordered. 

lie  then  brought  up  the  clause,  vrhtch  was  read  twice,  and  ordeH^ 
to  be  engrossed  with  the  article  of  impeachment,  iThe  article,  being 
the  lOtli,  was  then  brought  up>  read,  agreed  to,  and  sent,  to  the  Lords 
by  Mr.  Whitbread.  ' 

1  A  message  was  sent  on  the  24th  of  March,  froih  the  Lords,  to  iu^ 
form  the  House  that  their  lordships  had  sent  the  House  a  true  e6py  of  * 
the  .answer  of  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  to  the  farther  a/ticle  of 
iippe achment,  being  the  IQth,  charging  the  said  Lord  Viscount '  M^\' 
vllle  with  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

'Hie  answer  was  read  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Whitbread.  it  protested 
against  the  said  10th  article,  as  an  unprecedented  matter  ndt'bcfbricf 
kooxvilin  the  .practice  of  parliament,  but  reserving  to  himself  the  be* 
nefit  of,  &c.  The  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  in  answer  {c^ 
the  said  article  saitb,  Ihat  he  is  no  way  guilty  of  the  high  crimes,  Sec, 
laid  to  his  charge,  and  tliis  he  is  ready  to  prove»  as  tlie  tlouse  ini^ 
direct.  . 

Mr.  IFhitbread  then  moved,  that  this  said  answer  be  referred  to  ilitf 
committee  for  condacting  the  impeachment,  to  consider  the  s&itie;' 
and  report  their  opinion  to  the  House^  as  to  wliat  is  further  to  be  3oii6 
in  the  busings. — Ordered. 

The  honorable  member  immediately  brought  up  the  repon,  tvhfcli 
was  a  replication  frc^m  the  committee  to  the  answer;  in  which tbe^ 
reply,,  iathe  oame  of  themselves,  and  the  whole  of  the  Conimons  of  thr 
}^}K^d  empire^  ^nd  say,  that  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Mel- 
^iU^  is  guilty  of  the  said  charges,  and  that  they  are  ready  to  prbv^ 
tbeoame. 

•  Jt^was.ihen  ordered,  that  the  said  replication  be  the  replication  of 
the  Commons  to  the  answer  of  Lord  Viscount  ^^elvtlle,  and  that  it 
be  engrossed., .  * 

On  the  25th,  Mr.  Whitbread,  attended  by  several  xhcmbcrsj  ^ 
peered  at  the  bar  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  presented,  in  the  name 
.of  the  Commons  of  Grieat  Britain  and  Irelaud,  in  parliament  ass^m-* 
,blcd,  their  replication  to  the  answer^  of  Behry  Lord  Viscount  Melville 
to  thf  artiples  of  ^mgeachmeut  .exhibited  against  him  ;  and  in  whicb 
^tbey  aver,  tliat  the  said  Viscount  MelviQe'is  guilty  of  the  IiigU'cHme» 

3  n* 


am 

to  prbve  the  sathe.  ^ 

sack,  wfts  ordered  to  k^  otti  die  tiA>lb/ 

Earl  /tf twiiiliaiM  lut>ved)  «<  that  therr  tol^lii^  ^o/«ppoiM  'a  ^Am 
to  bear  Henry  Lord  Tticouht  SSelville  td;  Ore  >bar  oFthe  Iftotme:'^ 

This,  on  thetjui^ficm  being  put,  ^s;  Met  a  fe^^^toiyTd  fiftMn  <btf 
Earl  of^kdnor,  rdsptittittg  the  form  bf  i>rbceediiig,  oMetvd'Aclocy^ 
iDgly.  ! 

Earl  ttfiwiOiain  then  melted,  '<  Chflft  fltery  Lorrd  Vlseimilt  Melvttto 
be  tried  attbe  bar  of  the  Hotse,  on  tbe  9^  6f  Apiil  neat,  «t  eleiM» 
^Tclodc  in  die  forenoon*"  , 

His  lofdsbip  also  moved,  ^  that  a  message  be  tient  to  HieCteMrnnons^ 
acquainting  diem  wiQi  such  order  of  (life  Souse ;  ahd'to  require  dienl . 
to  9^p|)6hit  i(  committee,  &c«  for  eonductidg  thesidd  impeathaieiit.''*^ 
(>rd^r6d. 

*  On  the  28ih  Lbrd  GtettviUt^  after  adverting' to* Hie  recent  comma* 
iiicatioki  fVoffi  the  Houte  of  Commdns,  respecting  the  approaehiog 
trial  of  Lord  Melville,  observed,  that  bn  that  occasion  he  believed  all 
their  lordships  hiad  but  one  object  in  view,-  namely,  the  attatniaeilt  •of 
lubstaxitiiaLl  justice  with  respect  to  all  the  parties  coneemed.  Atlfae 
aame  time,  to  consider  the  best,'  the  most  sflitisfactory,  and,  above*  ai^ 
the  most  speedy  me^ns,  consistent  with  the  ^kt  ^euds  of  justiee  m 
which  that  could  be  attained;  they  had  dot  only  to  consider  the  re- 
gards of  justice, '\^rtb  respect  to  the  persons  afid  individuals  concerned, 
the  prosecutors  as  well  as  ihe  accused ;  but  those  of  the  country  or 
the  public,  and  the  character  and  honour  of  that  House,  In  these 
views,  one  of  the  first  considerations  that  presented  itself,  was' that  of 
dispatch,  which  shoufd  be  attended  to  as  much  as  was  possible,  conso* 
nant'  with  the  primary  object  of  the  lit tabment  of  justice.— Many  df 
Ihe  consideratioi^s  to  which  he  adverted  could  not  regularly  be  brought 
onder  their  Lordships'  tiew;  they  might  be  discussed  at  sabsequeni 
opportunities,  or  he,  if  dcsemed  more  advisable,  referred' to  the  donsr- 
%rat}bn  of  the  committee  already  appointed  to  enquii^  respecting  thft 
lis^e  and  practice  of  the  House  on  foriner  cases  of  impeachment ;  aiitf 
*ni$re  ei^pecially  kespecting  the most  expeditious  mode  of  proceeding  with 
tfic'iriaC  AVhat^he  riiould  in  the  present  instance  move  their  lordsfaipe 
upon,  more  immediately  gfewbut  of  the  communication  recently  made  at 
iQieir'bar. '  He'M^as  aware  cf  the  iftrong  objections  ^hich  were  urged 
«pon  the  occasion  of  the  lastiftipetfdhment,  which  came  befinrc  their 

lordships 


•    -  • 

tordsbit)6  fcr  triat ;  wliat  litd  been  said  fespectiiig  tb^  great  ilelays  k^. 
tolved  in  that  pfoceeding;  the  eoonnous  expencee  which  those  induC'< 
tdf  were  heavier  than  any  which  would  have  been  impoMsd  on  the  iic^ 
cosed,  had  he  been  found  guilty ;  though^  by  other  aseaost  those  ex- 
penoes  were  prevented  from  fiilUog  heavily  upon  him.  It  was  incam- 
bent  on  that  Housei  to  take  care  tl^at^  m  no  future  case^  ground  for  si* 
milar  objection  should  arise,  at  least  as  far  as  it  was  in  their  loixlsiiips^ 
power  to  avoid  it.  One  great  means«of  eounteractitig  this  was*  he  re^ 
peat^,  to  avoid  all  delay  as  much  as  possible ;  and  to  guard  against 
Ibis,  one  of  the  xtifM  efllcacsoos  means  was*  that  their  loji^dsbips^  pend- 
ing the  trials  should  be  regularly  summoned*  and  proceed  with  it  from 
day  to  day.  A  mode  which*  he  believed*  would  tend  more  to  avoid 
^xatious  dehiys*  than  any  other  that  could  be  proposed }  and  be  ex- 
pressed his  hope*  that  whatever  resolutions  theif  lordships  might  come 
to  in  these  respects,  would  be  firmly  adhered  to  $  and  particularly  that 
no  business  whatever,  public  of  private,  should  be  suffered  on  any  day 
to  precede  the  trial.  A  mode,  in  which  the  opinion  of  the  judges  also^ 
when  necessary,  might  be  more  expeditiously  obtained,  than  that  used 
formerly,  may,  he  thought,  i)e  suggested  i  but  these  points,  he  repeat-' 
ed,  might  be  considered  on  a  future  day*  or  referred  to  the  committee^ 

which  stiU  existed  i  the  great  consideration  which  he  then  endeavocred 

.1 

to  impress  their  lordships  with*  was,  that  substantial  justice  should 
certainly  be  done*  but  in  the  speediest  mode  practicable*  His  lord' 
ship  coucluded  by  moving,  **  An  address  to  his  Majesty,  pfaying  that 
he  would  be  graciously  pleased  to  give  directions  to  prepare  a  proper 
place  in  Westminster. Hall  for  the  trial  of  Lord  Viscount  Melville^ 
Ac.'' 

On  the  question  being  put 

Earl  Stanhbpt  expressed  his  coincidence  in  oj}inion  with  tlie  noble 
lord,  that  every  delay  should*  as  far  as  possible  be  avoided;  and 
one  of  the  best  modes,  he  thought,  to  avoid  delay,  tvould  be*  that 
when  a  question  should  arise,  their  lordships,  instead  of  immediately 
adjourning  to  the  chamber  of  parliament,  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  it*  should  stay  and  hear  farther  evidence  upon  the  trial* 
before  they  came  to  a  decision  upon  such  question.  With  respect  to 
the  allusions  made  to  the  tiial  of  Mr.  Hastings,  and  the  attendante  of 
tl^e  judges  thereon,  he  observed*  it  was  the  only  case,  he  believed*  o«i 
which  the  judges  walked,  and  the  trial  stood  stilh 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  the  address  moved  by  Lord  Gren' 
viUe  immediately  agreed  to  by  their  lordships. 


On  the  l6th  of  April,  the  Earl  of  Dertmoutk  (Lord  CbMPberUiD)^ 
acquaiDled  the  Honse  of  Lords  that  1ms  Majesty,  pursuant  to  tbeir 
lordships'  address,  bad  been  pleased  to  give  directions  ior}he  fitting 
up  a  proper  place  in  Westminster  Hall,  for  tba  t|rial  of  Lord  Viscount 
Melville  ydn  wbicb  Lord  Grenvill^  moved  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the 
Comnytins  to  acquaint  that  House  with  (be  ciitumstaoc^  which  waa 
^rdef^  and  dbpatphed  accordipgljr. 
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LORD  VISCOUNT  MELVILLE,  &c. 


FIRST  DAY. 

TUESDAY,    APRIL  29TH,    1806. 


1  HIS  example  of  national  justice^  exhibited  in  West- 
minster Hall,  was  attended  with  all  the  pomp  and 
solemnity  suited  to  the  dignity  of  the  Accusers,  to  the 
rank  of  the  Defendant,  and  to  the  splendor  of  the  august 
tribunal  of  the  British  Peerage. 

The  Nobility,  followed  by  the  Princes  of  the  Blood 
Royal,  and  the  train  terminating  with  the  Heir  Appa- 
rent of  the  Throne,    entered   the   Hall  about  noon: 
they  were  all  habited  in  the  full  robes  of  their  respective 
ranks.     V/hen  they  had  taken  their  place  as  cissigned 
by  the   Principal  King  at  Anns,  the   Serjeant  at  Arms 
arrafed  ID  bis  costume  of  office,  supporting  the  mace 
matle  proclamation  in  the  following  words : 
Oyez  !  Oyez !  Oyez  ! 
Our  Sovereign  Lord  the  King  doth  strictly  charge 
and  command  all  manner*  of  persons  to  keep  silence  on 
pain  of  imprisonment 

*'  Whereas,  diverse  charges  for  high  crimes  and  mis- 
demeanors, have  been  exhibited  by  certain  Citizens, 
BurgesseSj  and  others,  in  the  name  of  themselves,  and 
of  all  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  against  Henry  Lord  Viscount 
Melville  ;  all  persons  concerned  are  hereby  required 
to  take  notice,  that  he  now  stands  uppn  his  trial,  and 
tbey  may  come  forth  to  make  good  the  same  charges."* 

Mr.  Rose,  junior  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Lords,  then 
read  the  Ten  Charges,  to  which  Lord  Viscount  Melville 
pleaded  Not  Guilty. 

A  AR- 
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ARTICLES, 


Exhibited  by  the  Kni^hts^  Citizens^  and  Burgesses^  hi  Par- 
liament  asstmhUd,  in  the  name  of  themselves  and  of  all  the 
Commons  of  the  Ufiited  Kingdom  of  Great.  Britain  and 
Ire/and^  against  Henry  Fiscount  Melville,  in  maintenance 
of  their  Impeachment  against  him  for  High  Crimes  and 
Misdemeanor;^ 


W  HEREAS  the  ofl&ce  of  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy  is 
an     office    of  hi{;h   trust   and  confidence ;    in   the  faithful  and 

'uncorrupc  execution  whereof,  the  subjects  of  this  kingdotn 
ar6  most  deeply  interested  :  And  whereas  the  ancient  constitution 
of  the  said  office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  and  of  other  ofiiccs 
concerned  in  the  receipt,  disbursement,  and  controul  of  Public 
Money,  having  been  found  to  be  highly .  expedient  in  conse- 
quence of  the  increased  expenditure  of  the  country,  did  become 
thi!  subject  of  frequent,  long  and  serious  deliberation  in  Parliament 
ind  whereas  by  an  Act  of  Parlianient  made  and  passed  in  the  20th 
year  of  the  reign  of  his  present  Majesty,  and  by  several  subse- 
quent Acts  of  Parliament,  for  appointing  and  enabling  commit' 
sionerii  to  examine,  take,  and  state  the  public  accounts  of  thH 
kingdom,  and  f()r  other4)urposes  therein  nientionciJ,  certain  coiO" 
inissioners  wcie  constituted  and  appointed  for  examining,  takin^t 
and  stating  the  accounts  therein  particularly  mentioned,  and  also 
for  examining  and  stating  in  what  manner,  and  at  what  times,,  the 

•  receipts,  issues,  and  expenditures  of  the  public  monies  were  ac- 
counted for;  .and  for  considering  of  and  reporting  by  what  means 
and  methods  the  public  accounts  might  in  future  be  passed,  and 
the  Accomptants  compelled  to  pay  the  bal(tncqs  or  monies  due 
from  them  in  a  more  expeditious,  more,  cHccmal,  and  less  ex- 
pensive manner;  and  whereas  the  said  Commissioneis  did  inquire 
into  and  report  upon  the  public  accounts  by  the  said  Acts  referred 
to  their  examination,  and  did  discover  and  point  out  various 
abuses  in  many  of  the  public  offices  entrusted  with  the  receipt  and 

.  expenditure  of  public  money,  and  in  particular  in  the  office  of 

^  the  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy.;  and  di^  propose  and  re- 
commend Mmdry  good  and  wholesome  provisions  and  regulatiai)s 
for  the  rer()rn>ation  of  the  same,  and  particularly  for  preventing 
the  piibh'c  money  issued  for  navy  services  from  coming  into'  the 
po<;srssinn  a*id  ciTsiody  of  the  Treasurer  pf  his  Majesty's  Navy,  dr 
the  oflicers  or  persons  employed   under  hjm;  for  depriving  him 

and 


and  them  of  a^l  opportunity  of  using  and  misapplying  Jthc4iiibHc 
njoncy  to  private  purposes,  aiul  thereby  exposing  the  same  lo  the 
nsk  of  loss;  for  making  the  Bpnlc  ot  England  the  sole  place  of 
deposit  for  the  same;  for  removing,  from  thenceforward,  all 
tempracions  and  inducements  to  applications  for  more  public  mo- 
ney than  was  necessary  for  the  public  service  ;  foi*  preveniing  all 

fssar 
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ba^•ing  taken  the  reports  of  the  said  commissioners  into  conside- 
ration upon  the  1 9th  day  of  June,  1*782,  did  (among  other  things) 
cesolve,  that  6ome  regulations  ought  to  be  adopted  for  ijie  purpose 
of  lessening  and  keeping  down  the  balances  which  appeared  to 
have  usually  been  in  the  hands  of  the  1  reastirer  of  i\\c  Navy  ; 
and  did  further  declare  their  opinion,  that  from  thenceforward  the 
Paymaster  General  of  hts  Majesty^s  Land  Forces,  and  the  Trea- 
surer of  the  Navy  for  the  time  being,  should  nor  ^pply  any  sum 
or  sums  of  money  imprested  to  them  or  either  of  them,  to  any 
purpose  of  advantage  or  interest  to  themselves^  either  diiecily  ot 
indirectly. 

•*  And  whereas,  for  the  wore  eflectually  carrying  info  executioa 
the  said  resolutions  of  the  House  of  Commons,  his  Majesty,  hy 
warrant  under  his  Ro^al  Sign  Manual,  bearing  date  du:  22d  day 
June,  1782,  was  most  graciously  pleased  to  augment  the  income 
of  thi;  Right  Honorable  Isaac  Barre,  as  Treasuier  of  his  Majes- 
ty's Navy,  and  to  add  thereto  the  sum  of  2,I50h  that  the  said 
income  might  in  future  amount  to  4,0001.  which  his  Majesty  w»as 
then  graciously  pleased  to  grant  to  the  saiii  Isaac  Barrc,  clear  of 
all  deductions,  in  full  satisfaction  of  allwages  and  fees  and  other 
profits  and  emoluments  theretofore  enj^)ycd  by  former  Treasurers 
of  his  Majesty's  Navy:  and  whereas  by  Letters  Parent  bearing 
date  the  19th  day  of  August,  nS2,  his  Majesty  was  graciously 
pleased  to  give  and  grant  unto  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  DuUi- 
das,  now  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  his 
Majesty's  Navy  Royal  and  Ships,  and  Receiver  General  of  alt 
sums  of  money  appointed,  or  from  time  to  time  to  be  appointed, 
and  payable  for  the  support,  maintenance,  and  reparation  of  his 
Majesty's  Navy  Royal  and  Ships;  for  emptioris  and  provisions 
appertaining  to,  and  necessary  for  the  said  navy  and  ships,  and 
for  wages,  salaries  of  officers,  servants,  and  other  persons  what- 
ever, belonging  to  the  said  Navy  or  Ships,  or  any  other  matter 
or  thing  whatsoever  in  any  manner  touching  or  (ioncerjung  the 
Navy  Royal  or  Ships;  and  tor  the  exercise  and  occupation  of  the 
said  office,  and  for  aivl  in  satisfaction  of  ail  wages  and  fees  of 
three. pence  of  lawful  money  for  every  pound  to  be  received  aiul 
paid  by  the  said  Henry  Dundas,  by  virtue  of  his  iaid  office,  his 
Majesty  was  further  graciously  pleased  to  give  and  grant  unto 
biin  hy  the  said  Letter^  Patent,  an  annuity  or  yearly  payment  of 
2,0001 
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And  whereas  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  MeWine  repre- 
sented, ,or  caused  to  be  represented,  or  it  was  represented  to  h|f 
Majesty,  tliat  the  said  annuity  or  yearly  payment  of  2,000 1,  after 
deducting  all  charges,  taxes,  and  expenccs  thereon,  would  not 
produce  to  him  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  nforc 
than  the  sum  of  1,8^01.  in  each  year,  or  thereabouts;  whereupoft 
his  Majetsy,  by  warrant  under  his  Royal  Sign  Manual,  bearing 
date  the  23d  day  of  October,  1782,  was  graciously  pleased  to  de- 
clare  that  the  income  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  should  be 
augmented  with  an  additional  allowance  of  2,324!.  6s  6d.  in 
order  to  make,  together  with  the  said  sum  of  1,8501.  rhe  said  in* 
come  to  amount  in  future  to  the  sum  of  4,000).  And  hit  Majesty 
did  thereby  direct,  authorize,  and  empower  the  said  Henry  hord 
Viscouiu  Melville  to  take  and  apply  out  of  such  monies  as  were 
in,  or  should  come  to  his  hands,  or  to  the  hands  of  his  cashier* 
arisen,  or  to  arise  by  the  sale  of  old  naval  stores,  the  said  Ifam  of 
2,3241  6s.  6<l.  which,  so^ether  with  the  before-mentioned  sum  of 
1,850!.  would  make  the  said  sum  of  4,000!.  which  his  Majesty' 
was  graciously  pleased  to  grant  him,  clear  of  all  deductions,  hf 
full  satisfaction  of  all  wages  and  fees,  and  other  profits  and  emo* 
luments  theretofore  enjoyed  by  former  Treasurers  of  the  Navy; 
the  same  to  commence  and  be  computed  from  the  day  of  the  daref 
of  the  said  letters  patent,  and  to  continue  during  his  continuance 
in  the  said  office :  and  his  Majesty  did  further  direct,  authorize, 
and  empower  the  ^aid  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  in  case  the 
said  additional  allowance  of'^2,3241.  6s.  6d.  together  with  the  said 
several  allowances  before  stated,  should  not  produce  in  each  year 
the  net  sum  of  4,0001.  to  charge  the  deficiency  in  the  annual 
amount  of  monies  disbursed  by  him  for  fees  of  divers  natures: 
and  whereas  the  said  Hefiry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  held  and 
enjoyed  the  said  office  of  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  under 
the  said  letters  patent,  from  tlie  said  19th  day  of  August,  1782, 
until  the  loth  day  of  April,  1783. 

♦•And  whereas  by  lettcis  patent,  bearifig  date  the  ^th  day  of 
January,  1784,  his  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased  again  to  give 
and  grant  unto  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  the  said 
odSce  of  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  in  (he  same  terins  as  in 
the. said  former  letters  patent  of  the  19th  day  of  August,  1782;  and 
upon  a  similar  representation  made  or  q^used  to  be  made  by  the 
said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  or  otherwise  made  to  his 
Majesty  as  that  hereinbefore  stated,  his  Majesty  was  gracioXisly 
pleased,  by  warrant  under  his  Royal  Sign  Manual,  bearing  date 
the  16th  day  of  January,  1784,  to  augment  the  income  of  the  said 
office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  with  an  additional  allowance  of 
9,324!.  6s.  6d.  in  order  to  make  the  annual  income  of  the  said 
office  amount  to  the  said  sum  of  4,ooq1,  and  which  said  income 
his  Majesty  was  thereby  graciously  pissed  to  grant  to  the  said 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  clear  ofall  deductions,  in  full 
satisfaction  of  all  wag^  and  fees,  and  other  profits  and  6mbla- 
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iMnlB  tfierefofofe  mjoytA  b^  former  Treasurers  oF  the  Navy, 
and  to  secure  ami  provide  for  the  due  payin«*nt  thereof  in  like 
ftanner  as  in  rhe  saM  former  warrant  of  ttK  23d  day  of  Octoberr 
1782,  is  provided: 

**  Atid  whereas  the  said  Henry  Lord  Vtsconnt  Melville^  under 
and  by  virtue  of  ihe  said  last-mentioned  letters  patent,  held  and 
enjoyed  the  said  olBce  of  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  from 
die  said  5th  day  of  January^  ^7^4*  ^i^'^  ^^^  S^^t  day  of  May^ 
s8oo: 

«*  And  whereas  on  the  17th  day  of  February,  1785,  the  House 
€»f  Commons  ordered  that  leave  shouVd  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
bill  for  better  regulating  the  office  of  the  Treasurer  of  his  Ma* 
jesty's  Navy,  and  that  (together  with  other  memhers  of  the  said 
House  of  Commons)  Mr.  Henry  Dundas,  now  Lord  Viscount 
Melville,  should  prepare  and  bring  in  the  same ;  and,  in  pursu* 
Aoce  df  the  said  order,  the  said  Henrjr  Lord  Viscount  Mefvilie, 
on  the  2^h  day  of  April,  1785,  din  present  to  the  House  of 
Commons  a  Bill  for  better  regulatine  the  office  of  the  Treasurer 
of  hts  Majesty's  Navy ;  and  the  said  Bill  having  passed  the  Houso 
of  Cominons,  was,  in  pursutmce  of  an  order  of  that  House  car- 
ried by  the  said  Henry  Lord  ViscontR  Melt ille  to  the  House  of 
Lords ;  to  which  Bill  he  (in  the  name  of  the  House  of  Commons) 
desired  the  concurrence  of  their  Lordships : 

**And  whereas  the  said  Bill,  in  the  a^th  year  of  his  Majesty'^ 
retgn,  passed  tmo  a  law,  intituled  **  An  Act  for  better  regulating 
the  office  of  th^  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty  Navy; — ^The  jst,  3d, 
4ti],  and  5th,  Sectfon»  are  as  follow: 

1st.  Section,  "  Whereas  it  appears  by  the  reports  made  by  the 
commissioners  appointed  to  examine,  take,  and  state  the  public 
accounts  of  the  kingdom,  that  regulations  are  necessary  for  bet* 
ter  conducting  the  business  in  the  department  of  the  Treasuter 
of  the  Navy:  Be  it  therefore  enacted  by  the  King's  Most  Excellent 
Majesty,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Lords  Spi- 
ritual and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  in  th  s  present  Parliament 
Ussembied,  and  by  the  authority  of  the  same,  that  from  and  after 
the  first  day  of  July  1785,  the  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy 
for  the  time  being,  in  ^11  Memorials  to  be  by  him  presented  to 
the  Treasury  for  money  for  nary  services,  shall  pray  that  such 
stmi  as  he  requires  m;)y  ue  issued  to  the  Governor  and  Con^psny 
of  the  Bank  of  England  on  his  account,  and  shall  ttaqsmlt  wita 
^ch  Memorial  a  copy  of  the  letter  or  letters  from  the  Commit* 
sioners  of  the  Navy,  Victualling,  and  Sick  and  Hurt  Boardst  di« 
recting  him  to  apply  for  such  sum  or  sums;  in  which  letter  or 
letters  the  said  Commissioners  shall,  and  they  are  hereby  required 
and  directed  to  specify  for  what  particular  service  or  services  the 
said  money  is  wanted,  and  shall  also  state  the  balances  then  in 
the  hands  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  under  each  head  of  ser« 
vice  respectively  ;  and  the  Commissioners  of  his  Majesty's  Trea- 
fury  for  the  time  beings  by  their  letter  from  time  to  time,  shall 
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direct'  the  Auditor  of  the -Exdiequer  to  iflsoe  4<h  the  Ooveroor 
and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  on  account  of  the  Tiea* 
surer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  nam^ing  such  Treasurer  for  the  tii^ 
being,  the  sum  for  which  such  letter  shall  be  drawn  upon  the 
unsatisfied  order  at  the  Exchequer,  in  favour  of  the  said  Trea* 
surer,  for  which  the  receipt  of  the  Cashier  or  Ca&hicis  ofthe  sai4 
Governor  iQid  Company  shall  be  a  sufHcient  discliarge ;  and  all 
sums  for  ^hich  letters  of.  the  Commissioners  of  his  Majesty's 
Treasury  shall  be  drawn,  shall  be  issued  to  the  Governor  and 
Corapaiiy'iof  the  Bank  of  England  in  like  manner  as  chry  have 
been  heretofore  issued  to  the-  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy^ 
and  ail  ,such  monies  to  be  .issued  to  the  Governor  and  Company 
of  the  Bank  of  England  shall  be  placed  on  an  account  or  ac- 
counts to  'he  raised  jn;the  hooks  of.  the  Governor  and  Company 
of  the  said  3itQk  of  England,  and  to  be  intituled,  ^  The  Account  of 
(he  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,*  inserting  the  name  of  such 
Treasuret  for    the    time  being,   for  the  pay-branch,    cashier**s 
branch,,  and  the  victualling-brancb,  and  on  receipt  of  all  such 
monies  at  the  Exchequer,  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy^  shall  imme- 
diately certify  .to  the  Comoiissioners  of  the  Navy  an  account  of 
the  wholic  receipt  under  the  respective  heads  of  service,  and  shall 
also  certify  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Victualling  and  ^ck  and 
tlurt  Boards,  the  particular  sums^received  and  applicable  to  those 
^drvicesVespeciively/* 

\  3d  Section.— "And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  from  and  after 
the  ist  day.qf  July,  1785,  no  money  for  the  service  of  the  Navy 
shall  be  issued  from  his'Majesty's  Exche<;ucr  to  tne  Treasurer  ^f 
the  Nnvy,  or  shall  be  p^laced  or  directe<l  to  be  placed  in  his  hands 
or  possession ;  but  the  same  shall  be  issued  and  directed  to --be 
paid. by  the  Governor  and  Company  of.the.Bank  pf  England,  and 
to  be  placed  to  the  accounts  ahoye^mentionedi  according  to.  the 
services  for  which  it  is  craved  and  used. 

4th  Section, — *•  And  be  it  exacted,  that  the  Treasurer  of  his 
Majesty's  Navy  for  the  time  being,  by  himself^  or  the  person  or 
persons  in  his  office  duly  authorized  bv  the- said  Treasurer,  from 
and  after  the  1st  daty  of  July,  178(5,  shall  draw  upon  the  G07 
vernor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  for  all  navy. services 
vvhatevcr,  and  shall  specify  in  each  and  every  draft  the  head  of 
service  for  which  the  same  is  drawn;  and  no  xlrafi  of  the  said 
Treasurer,  or  the  person  or  persons  authorized  as  aforesaid,  shall 
be  deemed  a  su/Scient  voucher  to  the  said  Governor  and  Comr 
pany  of  the  Bank  of  England,  unless  the  same  specifics  the  head 
of  service  for  which  it  is  drawn,  and  has  been  actually  paid  by  the 
said  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England/' 

••  5th  Scciion  -r-**  Provided  always,  tliat  the  monies  to  be  issued 
unto  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  on  ac*  . 
count  of.  the  Tieasurer  of  his   Majesty *s  Navy,  shall  not  be  paid 
put  ofjhe  Bank,  unless  for  navy  services,,  and   in  pursuance  of 
drafts   to   be  drawn  on  the  Governor  aud  Company   of  the 
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Bank  of  England,'  and  signed  by  the  Treasurer'  of  Tiis  Majesty's 
Navy  for  the  time  beings  or  thie  person  or  persons  authorised  as 
aforesaid;  in  which  drafts  shall  be  specified  the  heads  of  service 
to.  which  the  sums  therein  mentioned  are  to  be  applied;  and  which 
diafts  so  drawn  shall  be  suffictcnt  aurhorky  to  the  Bank  to  pay 
sue!)  money  to  the  persons  mentioned  in  such  drafts,  or  to  the 
bearer  of  them/' 

**  And  whereas  the  provisions  contained  in  the  said  last-mentioned 
Act  of  Parliament,  were  thereby  directed  to  take  place  on  the  1st 
da?  of  July,  1795  :  But  the  execution  of  the  said  Act,-with  respect 
to  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscouiu  Melville,  opening  an  accounfC 
or  accounts  wkh  the  Gov^nor  and  company  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, as  thereby  directed,  wasvpostponed  by  him  until  the  J  3th  day 
of  January,  1786,  when  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville 
opened  an  account  wkh  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank 
ofKngland,  intituled,*^  Risjht  Hon.  Henry  Dundas,  Act  of  Par- 
liament New  Accoun  ;"  and  which  said  account  was  continued  by 
him  until  He  quitted  the  office  on  the  3Ut  of  May,  iSOO,  and  was 
the  only  account  kept  by  the  said  Hei^ry  Lord  Viscount  Melvil)(^as 
Treasurer  of  hi^  Majesty's  Navy  with  the  Governorand  Company 
of  (he  Bank  of  England,  under  and:  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Act  of 
Parliament  for  regulating  hi»  saidoffice. 

*'  And  Mrhereas  on  the  10th  day  of  January,  1  "1S6,  whilst  the  said 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  held  and  enjoyed  the  said  oflice  of 
Treasurer  ofliis  Majesty's  Navy,  he  did  constitute  and  appoint  Alex- 
ander  Trotter  his  Paymaster;  and  the. said  Henry  Lord  Viscount 
Mrlvtile  did,  op  the  said  lOch  day  of  January  1186,  duly  authorize 
and  empower  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  to  draw  on  the  Governor 
and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,. for  and  upon  the  account 
of  him  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  as  Treasurer  of 
his.Majesty*^  Navy,  all  and  every  sum  or  sums  of  money  that  then 
wefeor  shottid  thereafter  be  wanted  for  the  put|[ic  services,  undet 
ther  care  of  pay  meat  of  the  said  Henry  Loid  Viscount  Melville, 
the  said  Alexander  Trotter  being  pai'ticularly  careful  to  specify  in 
each  and  every  draft: the  service  for  which  the  money  should  be 
drawn. 

**  And  whereas  it  was  the  duty  of  the. said  Henry  Lord  Viscount 
Melville,  during  all  the  time  he  held  and  enjoyed  the  said  office  df 
Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  to  abstain  from  srpplying  himself, 
and  |o  prevent  all  peraons  acburg  under  him  from  applying  any 
pare  of  the  money  issued  from. his  Majesty's  Exchequer  for  navy 
services  to  any  purposes  of  advantage  or  interest  10  himself  or 
ithemselves,  either  directly  or  inditectU,  or  to  anv  other  purposes 
•than  for  naval  services,  and  from  deriving  any  pmht  or  eniolumen^t 
herefrom  :  and  from  and  after  the  passing  ot  the  said  act  of  parlia- 
ment of  the  55th  year  of  his  Majesty's  rei^n ;  for  better  regulating 
the  office  of  the  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty  6  Navy,  it  was  ihe  duty 
of  ibe  said  Henry  Lord  Viscouat  Melville,  to  observe  and  pursue 
the  provisions  aD4  directions  oi. the  saiil  aa  o£parliamcf\c ;  yet  the 

said 


^(i  f£enry  L(>rd  Visomnt  Melville^  mot  stttsfTed  with  the  ample 
a^svenue  so  rjprevided  for  him  as  aforesaid,  nor  regarding  the  duty 
of  his  high  and  impormm  office,  or  the  ^xpresa  pfovjaipns  of  the 
fiaid  act  of  parliament,  did,  whilst  he  fto  held  the  aaid  office,  act 
and  coaduct  himself  fiauduleotly,  corruptly,  and  illQgally,  in  the 
several  instances  herein  set  forth. 

•'  First  Anicle. — That  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville* 
^Ust  he  held  and  enjoyed  the  said  jofbcc  of  Treasurer  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Navy,  and  previous  to  the  said  1 0th  day  of  January  1  "I S6^ 
did  take  and  receive  from  and  out  of  the  money  tmprested  to  hioa 
jas  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  from  Ihis  Majesty's  Exchequer, 
the  sum  of  10,000/.  or  some  other  large  sum  or  atims  of  moQey, 
and  did  fraudulently  and  illegally  convert  and  apply  the  same  to 
fais  own  use,  or  to  some  other  corrupt  and  illegal  purposes^  and  to 
jiome  other  purposes  than  those  of  the  public  navy  services  of  the 
kingdom,  lo  which  alone  the  same  was  lawfully  applicable  ;  and 
liid  continue  such  fraudulent  and  illegal  conversion  and  application 
^the  said^um  or  sums  of  money  amr  the  passing  of  the  aaid  adt 
of  ifsarliaiment  for  the  better  rcgulatiag  of  the  office  of  the  Treasurer 
of  his  Majesty's  Navy.  And  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Mel* 
viUe  has  declared  that  he  never  would  reveal  the  application  of  the 
said  sum  of  10,600/.  and  in  particular  he  did  iinake  such  declara* 
tion  in  the  House  of  Commons,  on  the  I  ith  of  June,  1805  :  and 
fiben  and  there  added,  that  he  felt  himself  bound  by  mottyes  of  pub- 
lic duty,  as  well  as  private  honour  and  personal  oonvenieoce,  to 
conceal  the  same  ;  all  which  conduct  of  the  said  Henry  Lord 
Viscount  Melville  was  contrary  to  die  duty  of  hU  said  office,  a 
l>neach  of  the  high  trust  reposed  Jn  htm,  and  a  violation  of  the  lawa 
and  statutes  of  this  realm. 

♦•  2d.  Ant.— That  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscotrot  Melville,  disre- 
Igardtng  the  duties  of  the  said  office,  and  in  breach  and  violation  of 
the  said  act  of  parliament  for  better  regulating  tUe  same,  did,  after 
the  passing  of  the  said  act,  and  whilst  the  said  Henry  Lord  Vis* 
(Count  Melville  continued  to  bold  acul  enjay  the  said  omce,  connive 
at,  and  .permit  and  suffer  the  said  Alexander  Trotter,  onder  and  by- 
virtue  of  the  said  authority  so  given  to  him  by  the  said  Heniy  Lotd 
Viscount  Mdvilleas  aforesaid,  illegally  to  dtaw,  receive,  and  take 
'from  the  Governor  and  Company  of  thefiank  of  England,  for  other 
purposes  than  for  immediate  application  to  navy  services,  large  sums 
of  money  from  and  out  of  the  monies  before  then  issued  unto  the 
faid  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  on  accoutit 
of  tl>e  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  as  Treasurer  of  his 
Majesty's  Navy  :  and  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  did 
connive  at,  and  permit  and  suffer  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  to 
place  the  said  bst-mentioned  sums  of  money,  or  a  great  pnrt  tfaerf  • 
of  so  illegally  drawn«  received,  and  taken  by  him  from  the  Go- 
vernor and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  as  aforesaid,  in  the 
h^ni\&  ctf  Messrs.  Thomas  Coutts  and  company,  the  private  bankers 
of  the  said  Akxas^der  Xaoucr*  tu  his^osm  iuame,  and  subject  tp  his 

sole 


so)e*controurancl(||i(|[>osition  :  all  which  conduct  of  the  said  Hertry 
Lord  Viscount  Melville  was  conriary  to  the'ciuty  of  hi^  said  office,  a 
blanch  of  the  high  trust  reposed  in  htm>  and  a  violation  of  the  laws 
and  statutes  of  the  realm. 

•*  3d.  Art. — ^^rhat  after  the  passing  of  the  said  act  of  parliament 
for  better  regulating  the  office  oF  the  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's 
Nftvy,  and  after  the  said  lOih  day  of  January,  1786,  arid  whilst 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  held  and  enjoyed  the  said 
office,  large  sums  of  money  were,  from  time  to  time,  issued  and 
paid, to  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and 
placed  on  an  account  raised  in  the  books  of  the  said  Governor  and  ^ 
Company  with  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  intituled, 
"  Right  Hon.  Henry  Dundas,  Act  of  Parliament  New  Account :" 
And  the  said  Alexander  Trortcr,  under  and  hy  virtue  of  the  .«a:d 
authority  from  thesaid  Henr^'  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  did,  from  the 
said  10th  day  of  January,  1 786,  during  all  the  time  the  said  Henry 
Lord  Viscount  Melville  afterwards  continued  to  hold  and  enjoy  the 
said  office  of  Treasurer  bf  his  Majesty *5  Navy,  draw  upon  the 
said  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  for  and  on 
account  of  the  monies  so  issued  and  paid  to  them,  and  placed  to 
the  said  account  so  raised  in  their  books,  with  the  said  Henry  Lord 
Viscount  Melville,  as  such  Treasurer  as  aforesaid :  and  the  said 
Alexander  Trotter  did  receive  aud  take  large  sums  of  money  so 
drawn  hy  him  from  the  said  Governor  an^  Company  of  the  Bank 

'  of  England  as  aforesaid. 
'  "That  thesaid  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  did,  after  the  said 
lOth  day  of  January,  1786,  fraudulently  and  illegally  permit  and 
suffer  the  said  Alexander  Trotrer  to  place  many  of  the  said  sums 
of  money  so  drawn,  received,  and  taken  by  him  from  the  Go- 
vernor and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  as  afore.^aid,  in  the 
hands  of  Messrs.  T^homas  Coutts  and  Company,  the  private  bank- 
ers of  the  said  Alexander  Trotter,  in  his  own  name  and  ac  his  own 
disposal:  and  the  said  Alexander  Troil^cr  did  thereupon,  with  the 
privity,  by  the  connivance,  and  with  the  permission  of  the  said 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  apply  'and  use  the  sai<J  last  men- 
tioned sums"  of  money  or  ^reat  part  thereof,  for  purposes  of  private 
advantage  or  interest,  profit  and  emolument  ;v)n(idid  place  the  caid 

.  sums  of  money,  or  great  part  thereof,  in  the  hands  of  the  said  Messrs. 
Coatt»  and  Company,   mixtfd  with  and  undistinguished  from  the\ 
proper  monies  oi  the  said  yVlexandcr  'I'rotter,  whereby  the  said' 
bst- mentioned  sums  of  money  were  not  only  applied  to  and  used 
for  purposes  of  private  advantage  orMnterest,  profit  and  emolument,' 

,}  and  for  purposes  other  than  navy  services,  but  were  also  exposed  ^ 
to  great  risk  pf  loss,  and  were  withdrawn  from  the  conrraul  and 
dtspoaiiion  of  the  Treasurer  of  His  Majesty's  Navy :  and  the  said 
Henry  Lord  Viscoitnt  Melville,  by  so  conniving  at  and  permitting 
and  suffering  the  public  money  to  be  withdrawn  frotn  the  Bank  of 
Eoeland,  and  used  and  applied  in  manner  aforesaid,  acted  in  breach 
of  me  great  crust  aod  confidence  reposed  ia  him,  'vtvv*\o\^<\qx\  ^V 
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the  said  act  of  parUaiAenC  made  for  regulaiihg  jlii  said  office,  cbti« 
trary  to  his  duty,  aud  against  the  laws  of  this  realm,  and  to  ihd^ 
evil  example  of  all  persons  entrusted  in  die  great  departments  of 
the  public  service  with  coatroul  over  the  application  and  expen- 
diture of  the  public  money. 

^<  4th  Art.  That  after  the  said  lOib  day  of  January,  1786,  and 
whilst  the  said  Henr)'  Lord  Viscount  Melville  held  and  enjoyed  the 
said  office  of  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  he  the  said  Henry 
Lord  Viscount  Melville  did  fraudulently  and  iUegally,  for  the  pur<« 
pose  ot  advantage  or' interest  to  himsetf,  or  for  acquiring  or  ob** 
tatning  profit  or  emolument  therefiom,  or  for  some  other  corrupt 
and  il&gal  purposes,  and  for  purposes  other  than  navy  services,  take 
and  receive  from  the  public  money  placed  iu  his  name  2^  the  Bank 
of  England,  as  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  the  sum  of  10,000/. 
or  $ome  other  large  sum  or  sums  of  money,  and  did  fraudulently 
and  illegally  convert  and  apply  the  same  to  hi»  own  use,  01  to  some 
other  corrupt  and  illegal  purposes. 

**  That  during  the  time  the  said  Alexander;Trotter  held  and  en-* 
joved  the  sa^id  office  q(  Paymaster  to  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount 
Melville  as  aforesaid,  and  whilst  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viseount 
Melville  held  and  enjoyed  the  said  office  of  Treasurei*  of  his  Ma- 
jesty's Navy  as  aforesaid,  he  the  said  Alexander  Trottci'  kept  with 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  an  account  current,:  enter* 
ed  in  certain  books  of  account,  containing  entries  of  all  the  sum» 
paid  and  received  bv  th/said  Alexander  Trotter  on  the  account  ot 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  and  by  sfgreement  betvi^een 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  and  the  said  Alexander 
Trotter,  bearing  date  the  18th  and  add  days  of  February,  180S,  it  is 
stated  that  they  had  either  miKiiaUy  delivered  up  to  each  other,  or 
resolved  and  agreed  mutually  to  cancel  ocdestroy  all  the  vouchers 
or  othef^  memorandums  and  wrking.s  that  avanv  time  theretofore 
mtdfit  have  existed,  passed^  or  been  tnteirhangea  between  them  re^ 
lative  to  the  said  accounrs,  and  the  dificrent  items  and  articles  of 
which  the  s^id  accounts  were  composed  or  consisted ;  and  the  said 
books  of  account  containing  the  said  account  current,  together  with 
all  vouchers  or  other  memorandums  and  writings  in  the  possession 
of  the  said  Alexander  Jrotter,  and  also  of  the  said  Henry  Lord  Vis« 
count  Melville  relative  thereto,  were  burnt  and  destn^yed  by  the 
said  Henry  Lord 'Viscount  Melville  and  Alexander  Trotter:  and 
the  said  stipulation  contained  in  the  said  agreement  for  the  s<»fd 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  and  Alexander  Trotter  motual(y 
delivering  up  to  each  other,  or  for  mutualiy  camelling  and  de- 
stroying all  the  said  vouchers  or  other  niemorandnms  or  writi^ii^ 
relative  to  tiie  said  account,  was  so  enteied  into;  and  the  said 
books  of  accounts,  vouchers,  memorandums,  and  writings,  were  sd 
burnt  and  destroyed,  with  a  vie^t  to  concea-  and  prevent  the  discow 
very  of  4lLe  several  advances  of*  money  made  by  the  said  Alexander 
Trotter  to  the  said  Henry*  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  and  of  die  se« 
veral  accouuts  or  considerations  for,  or  upoa  which  the  same  wer^ 
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so  advanced:  all  winch  conduct  of  the  said  H^nry^Lord  VisccMjnt 
Melville  was  contrary  to  the  duly  of  his  said  office,*'a  breach  of  the 
high  trust  reposed  in  him,  and  a  violation  of  the  laws  and  statutes 
i    of  this  realm,  and  to  the  like  evil  example  as  aforesaid. 

"5th  Art.     That  after  tlie  said   IQilx  day  of  January,  1786,  and 
whilst  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  so  continued  the  Paymaster  of. 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  as  aforesaid,  and  wiih  such 
privity,  connivance,  and  perniissioo  as  aforesaid,  so  applied  and 
used  the  said  sums  of«inoney,  or  great  p^rt  thereof,  for  purposes  of* 
private  advantage,  profit,  and  emolument,  as  aforesaid,   the  said 
Hcniy  Lord  Viscount  Melville  fraudulently  concealing  the  illegal 
use  and  application  of  the  same,  did  procure,  obtain,  and  receive 
from  the  said  Alexander  Trotter,  advances  of  several  large  sums  of 
money,  which  were  made  to  him  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount 
Melville  by  the  said  Alexander  Trotter,  in  pan  from  money  so  as 
aforesaid  illegally  drawn  by  him  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  from 
the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  in  part 
from  sums  of  money  so  placed  by  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  in; 
the  hands  of  the  said  Messrs.  Coutts  and  Company  as  aforesaid, 
when  mixed  with  and  undistinguished  from  the  proper  monies  of 
the  said  Alexander  Trotter :  and  for  the  purpose  of  more  effectu- 
ally concealing  the  said  advances  of  money,  the  said  books  of  ac* 
count,  vouchers,  memorandums,  and  writings,  were  so  as  aforesaid  ^ 
burnt  and  destroyed. 

"  6th  Art.    That  among  other  advances  of  mopey  so  as  aforesaid 
obtained  and  received  by  the  said  Henr}'  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  • 
from  the  said  Alexander  Trotter,  the  sai<l  Henry  Lord  Viscount 
Melville  did  procure,  obtain,  and  receive. from  the  said  Alexander 
Trotter,  the  sum  of  12,00c/.  or  some  other  l^rge  sum  or  sums  of 
money,  advanced  by  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  to  the  said  Henry 
Lord  Viscount  Melville,  wnhout  interest ;  part  whereof  wps  so 
advanced  exclusively  from   public  money  so  as  aforesaid  illegally  ' 
drawn  from  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England 
by  the   said  Alexander  Trotter;  and  other  part  vyhe» cof  was.  ad-^ 
vanced  from  the  said  mixed  fund,  composed  as  well  of  public  mor 
ncy  so  as  aforesaid  illegally  diawn  by  liie  said.  Alexymler  Trotter 
fronn  the  Governor  and   Company  of  the  Baok  of  Eiiglc|nd,  and 
placed  by  him  in  the  hands  of  the  said  Messrs.  Couns  and  Compa-  '. 
ny  as  aforesaid,  as  of  the  proper  monies  of  the  said  Alexander  Trot- 
ter in  the  hands  of  the  said  Messrs.  Courts  ^nd  Compiuiy,  which 
had   been  mixed   ilverewiih,  and  remained  undistinguished  there- 
from; and  for  the  purpose  of  more  effectually  conccdlmg  the  J>aid  . 
advances  of  money,  the  said  books  of  account,  vouchers,  memo- 
randums, and  writings  were  so  as  aforesaid  burnt  and  destroyed.     -   • 

*'  Ifh  Art.  That  amongst  other  advances  of  m<;r-cy  so  a.i  afore^aid 
obtained  and  received  by  (he  said  Henry^  Lord  Vv^count  Mclvill©  . 
froip  the  said  Alexander  Trotter,  the  said  Henry  LQrd  VisC'nuS 
Melville  did  obtain  and  rcctnve  a  sum  of  22,000/.  or  some  otiier 
large  sum  or  sums  of  money  advanced  to  him  by  lV\e  ^WvOi  K\ftxa.w- 
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der  Trotter,  and  for  which  it, has  beep  alledgcfl  by,thc,Sftid  Henry 
Lord  Viscount  Melville,  that  he 'was, to  pay  mtercst:  and  For  the; 
purpose  of  more  effectually  concealing  the  said  last.mentioned  ad- 
vances of  money,  the  said  books  of  accounts,  voucher^,  memo* 
randums,  and  writings,  were  so  as  aforesaid  burntapd  destroyed. 

"  8th  Art.  That  duVing  all  or  great  part  of  the,  time  the  said 
Alexander  IVotter  held  and  (jnjoyed  the  said  office  of  Pay.i^>asler  to 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Meiville  ^^foresaid,  and  the  said 
Henry  Loi-d  Viscount  Melville  held  and  ^flvcd  the  said  office  of 
Tf^asurcr  of  his  Majesty's  Navy  as  aforesalTI,*  he  thcsaid  Alexan- 
der Trotter  did  gratuitously,  and  without  sa)ary  or  othef  pepuniary, 
compensation,  act  in  and  transact  the  private  business  of  the  said 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  as  his  agent,  and  was  frrim  time 
to  time  in  advance  for  the  said  Hem  y  Loid  Viscount  Melville  in 
that  respect,  to  the  amount  of  from  I0;000/,  to  ^0,000/.  or  to 
some  other  great  amount:  and  whicli  advances  wpre  taken  from 
th«  said  sums  of  money  so  placed  by  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  in 
the  hands  of  the  said  Messrs.  fcoutts  and  Company,  consisting  ia^ 
pan  of  public  money,  di^wn  by  him  from  the,  Governor  and  Com- 
pany of  the  Bank  of  England  as  aforesaid,  ami  in  part  of  his  o^ti 
private  monies  mixed  therewith,  and  undistinguished  therefrom  as, 
aforesaid  ;  by  means  whereoif  the  said  Henry  llord  Viscount  Mel- 
ville did  derive  benefit  and  advantage  from  the  aforesaid  illegal  acts 
of  the  said  Alexander  Trotter. 

*'  9th  Art.     And  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  did  so  grat|]itpt|s]y, 
and  without  salary,  act  in  aiid  transact  the  private  business  of  cbt; 
said  Henry  Lord  Viscoukit  Melville,  and  m^kc  him  such  advances  ^ 
of  money  as  aforesaid,  in  consideration  of  the  said  Henry  Lord^ 
Viscount  Melville  conniving  at  and  permitting  and  sulFermg  the,, 
said  Alexander  Trotter  so  as  aforesaid  to  apply  aiid  make  use  of  the 
said  sums  of  public  money  so  drawn  by  him  from  the  Bank  of  £ng- , 
land,  and  applied  and  appropriated  for  pin*poses  of  private  advany^ 
cage,  or  interest,  profit  and  emolument  as  afores^^id  :  and  the  said 
Alexander  Trotter  would  not  have  been,  and  was  well  known  to  ^ 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  not  tp  have,been  ^l^le  to 
n>ake  such  advances  of  money  to  the  said  Henry  LoM  Viscount 
Melville  as  aforesaid,  otherwise  than  from  and  by  means  of  the  said  ^ 
sUms  of  public  money  so  drawn  by  the  said  Alexander  iVoiter 
from  the  Bcmk  of  England,  with  the  privity,  connivance,  and  per- 
mission of  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  as  |iforesaid^ 
and  applied  by  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  for  purposes  of  private  . 
advantage,  interest,  prt.fir,  and  emolument.     All  which  proceed-  ^ 
ings  and  conduct  of  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  wer^ 
contrary  to  the  duty  of  his  said  office,  in  breach  of  th«  great  trust 
re|}osed  in  him,  and  in  gross  violation  of  the  laws  and  statutes  of 
this  realm.     And  by  all  and  every  one  of  the  aforesaid  acts  doiif , 
and  committed  by  him  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  he 
yvks  and  i^  guilty  of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors. 

fMOth  Art.    That  Henry  JiOfd  Viscount  Melville,  after  his  Ma-? 
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jesty  had,  by  Letters  Patent,  bearing  date  the  tgth  day  of  Augiitt» 

1782*  given  and  granted  tinto  him  the  office  oC  Treasurer  of  his 
Majesty's  Navy,  did  on  divers  days  and  times  between  that  day 
and  the  5th  day  of  January,  1784,  and  also  on  divers  days  and 
times  between  the  said  ,5th  day  of  January,  1784,  and  the  ist  day 
of  January,  1786,  take  and  receive,  from  and  out  of  the  monies 
from  time  to  time  issued  or  paid  to  him,  as  Treasurer,  or  as  Ex- 
Treasurer  of  his  Majfsty'^  Navy,  from  his  Majesty's  Exchequer, 
or  some  other  sourceSf  for  naval  services,  divers  large  sums  of  mo- 
ney, amountine  together  to  a  large  sum,  to  wit,  27,000/.  or  there- 
abouts ;  and  did  fraudulently  and  illegally  ^convert  and  apply  the 
same  to  his  own  use,  or  to  some  other  corrupt  and  illegal  purposes, 
and  tQ  other  purposes  than  those  of  ihc  public  naval  services  of  the 
.kingdom,  to  which  alone  the  same  was  lawfully  applicable ;  and 
did  continue  the  said  fraudulent  and  illegal  conversion  and  applica- 
tion of  divers  of  the  said  sums  of  money,  after  the  passing  of  tbo 
act  of  parliament  for  the  better  regulating  the  office  of  Treasurer 
of  his  Majesty's  Navy. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  now  <:juitting  the  wool-sack  be- 
neath the  steps  of  the  throne,  advanced  to  the  centre  of 
the  Hall,  and  when  he  was  seated  the  honorable  Mana- 
ger, to  whom  the  opening  of  the  case  was  coaKnitted,  ad-* 
dressed  the  Court  to  the  following  effecL 
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MR.  WHITBREAD. 


"  MV    LORDS, 


**  I  PRESENT  myself  before  yoo  in  suj> 
port  of  the  charges  which  have  been  now  exhibited  a- 
galnst  Lord  Viscount  Melville.  The  course  which  has 
been  adopted  on  this  serious  occasion,  has  appfeared  to 
the  managers  of  the  House  of  Commons^  the  most  dis* 
I  creetand  convenient^  and  I  confidently  expect  that  uppn> 
I  them  will  rest  no  imputation.  Yet  I  fear,  my  lords,  that 
I  in  what  I  have  now  to  submit  to  your  attention,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  me  to  enter  into  a  prolix,  and  fatiguing  de- 
tail^nto  a  long  narrative  of  facts,  which  evcnfr^  their 
notoriety  is  rendered  more  unpleasing.  Yet  I  ^pl  not 
offeod  you,  my  lords,  by  imploring  your  patience  while  I 
proceed  through  this  detail,  because  the  exercise  of  this 
temper  is  absolutely  necessary  to  public  justice,  and  I  am 
now  pleading  before  one  of  the  most  august  and  venera- 
ble tribunals  by  which  justice  can  be  admmistered.'" 

**  Neither  will  I,  my  lords,  occupy  your  time  by  making 
any  apologies  for  my  own  deficiencies  ;  at  least,  it  will 
be  my  endeavour  to  be  perspicuous  in  the  facts  I  adduce 
before  your  lordships ;  not  that  I  am  sensible  of  any  pe- 
culiar difficulty  attending  the  situation  in  which  I  stand  ; 
bat  when  I  look  back  to  the  history  of  our  country,  and 
recollect  the  extraordinary  talents  with  which  those  per- 
s#Qs  have  been  endowed  who.  have  appeared  before  you 
on  similar  circumstances,  if  I  am  not  grievously  oppres- 
sed, I  am  most  seriously  impressed  with  the  awfulness  of 
that  situation ;  and,  above  all,  when  I  advert  to  the  known 
ability,  and  to  the  great  legal  knowledge  of  those,  who 
are  engaged  as  counsel  for  the  noble  defendant.  This  feel- 
ing is  not  at  all  diminished  when  I  consider  the  peculiar 
>Mrquirements  of  the  gentlemen  who  have  undertaken  this 
<luty ;  for  it  does  so  happen,  that  however  rare  the  occa- 
sion, they  have  both  of  them  been  engaged  in  a  trial  of 
tbis  kind,  the  one  for  a  person  charged  with  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanours,  the  other  in  the  prosecution  of  tbQ 
real  or  supposed  delinquent 
*'  If,  my  lords^  tbere  exist  any  tiling  like  energy  in  my 
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mind,  this  is  the  precise  situation,  ailcl  these  the  precise 
circumstances  which  are  calculated  to  call  it  forth;  and 
while  I  exert  myself  to  the  utmost  of  my  moderate  abili-  . 
ties  in  this  prosecution,  I  feel  some  gratification  in  think- 1 
ing,  that  my  endeavours  will  be  encountei*ed  by  persons 
amply  qualified  to  resist  them  if  they  have  the  sanction 
of  a  goorf cause.  Biit,  whatever  may-be  their  confidence^ 
giving  way  to  the  urisoplhisticated  emotions  of  my  own 
mirtd,  !  frankly  corif^s,  that  when  I  look  back  to  the 
fnemorabte  day  when  this  ttial  was  proposed',  I  am  proud 
of  that  day,  and  I  consider  it  a  day  glorious  to  my  coun- 
try. We  have  also  recson  to  be  satisfied  with  the  mode 
appointed  for  the  trid,  because  this  is  the  court  by  which 
tlie  noble  viscount  himself,  or  at  least  those  who  were 
known  to  be  bis  best  Mends,  v^ished  that  his  fate  might 
be  defettnined. 

♦*  l*joice,  my  lords,  in  the  splendour  of  this  august, 
assembly,  and  1  console  myself  even  in  the  strength  by 
which  the  noble  viscount  is  supported,  because  I  know, 
that  if  it  be  my  duty,  and  the  duty  of  my  more  able  co- 
adjutors* to  maintain  the  charge,  every  mistake  we  Com- 
mit will  be  connected,  and  by  the  ingenuity  of  our  oppo- 
iients,  will  be  converted  into  an  argument  against  our- 
seJves. 

**  I  have,  my  lords,  another  subject  of  gratification, 
and,  it  is,  because  I  am  confident  you  will  give  every  fair 
advantage  to  the  defendant,  who  is  at  least  entitled  to 
yaur  justice,  if  not  to  your  compassion.  In  tl^e  course 
of  this  prosecution,  whatever  ardour  I  rntiy  feel  from  raj[ 
disposition  to  support  the  charges  solemnly  broughi  by' 
the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  I  hope  I  sliall  not  be  be- 
trayed into  any  intemperance  of  expression,  and  I  trust 
I  may  be  believed,  when  I  say,  that  l  am  not  less  anxiqus 
t6  avoid  wounding  the  feclinjis  of  the  defendant,  than  I 
am  solicitous  to  maintain  tiie  charges  brouglit  against 
him. 

**  If,  indeed)  the  noble  defendant  be  guilty,  he  .wasi 
perfectly  acquainted  with  thd  nature  of  his  crime  and  the 
extent  of  his  oflfence;  afid  he  is  doubly  guilty  "because,  he 
affected  to  reform  those  abuses  of  which  he  was  hia^s(?It' 
the  author.  * 

*'  Wiat  appear^  in  t^e  preamble  of  the  artictes  of  im-r 
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pcachment,  presented  by  the  Commons,  is  in  the' form  of 
propositicfns  which  are,  in  therrtseivcs,  almost  self-evidenu 
It  acqiiaints  your  lordships  that  the  office  of  Treasurer  of 
the  Navy,  is  one  of  great  tiationa!  importance,  and  that  it 
ought  to  be  truly  and  faithfully  administered  ;  and  I  need 
not  inform  your  lordships  that  it  is  qssential  to  the  well- 
being  of  the  slate,  that  all  the  high  offices  cotinected  with 
the  government  of  the  contitry  should  be  feo  administered'; 
yet,  if  there  be  a  particular  situation,  distinguishable 
from  the  rest  of  which  the  duties  are  mgfe  necessary  to  be 
regarded  than  every  other,  it  is  tbdse  functions  which  ibe 
Trej^surer  of  the  Navy  is  appointed  to  discharge. 

"  It  will  perhaps  be  expedient;^  that  I  should  enter  a 
little  into  the  history  of  this  establishment. 

"  The  office  was  created  in  the  besKnuinfe^of  the  cen- 
tory  before  the  last,  and  there  w»as  subsequently  a  fixed 
salary  assigned  to  be  taken  in  lieu  df  all  fees  whatever, 
and  the  consequence  of*  tbis  arrangement  was;  that  the 
floating  monies  incident  to  the  oifice;'  should  be  passed 
through  to  the  hands  of  the  treasurer,  as  a  sort  Of  nomi- 
nal banker,  and  shpuld  not  be  considered  at  all  as  aiiiat- 
ter  of  account.  •       *  '^' 

At  the  close  of  the  year  1784,  when  the  public  expich- 
diture  had  risen  to  an  enormous  amount,  'ive 'find  a  do'mr 
mission 'of  accounts  was  in  existence  to  ascertain  the  thode 
and  thecircomstancesof  this  extensive  application  of  tho 
property  of  the  state.  The  duty  of  this  commls3ioa  wad 
to  determine  what,  in  this  excess  of  prodigality,  was  right 
to  be  done,  and  what  balances  of  this  property  it  wouM 
be  right  to  call  in.  These  commissioners,  (one  of  whom 
is  now  in  the  box,  and  is  my  fellow- manager  on  this  oc- 
casion) executed  the  trust  reposed  in  them  with  great 
diligence,,  and  among  the  variety  of  reports  which  ap- 
peared in  discharge  of  this  duty,  they  made  a  special  re- 
port on  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy.  The  steps 
they  took  deserve  your  particular  attention.  They  stated 
the  balances  in  ,the  hands  of  the  ex-treasurer,  and  they 
directed  certain  regulations,  that  no  such  balances  should 
be  so  retained  in  future;  under  the  strong  recommenda- 
tion from  this  respectable  authority,  several  resolutions 
were  entered  into  by  the  House  of  Commons,  with  which 
I  must  trouble  your  lordships. 

C  3  '^  Oxv 
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**  Ofi  tlie  19th  of  June,  1782/  it  was  declared  to  be 
tlie  opinion  of  the  comniissioners,  that  means  should  be 
taken,  in  order  to  prevent  the  balances  continuing  in  the 
.hands  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  and  for  thi^  pur- 
pose,  it  was  proposed,  that  au  additional  rcaiuneratioa 
should  be  allowed  in  the  way  of  salary  in  liqa  of  all 
fees,  gratuities,  and  other  emoluments  vyhatsoever ;  and  , 
in  the  same  spirit  it  was  particularly  specified,  that  this 
officer  should  not  apply  any  sums  of  (noney  devolving  to 
him  from  his  station,  so  as  to  derive  advantage  or  inter- 
-est  therefrom,  either  directly  or  indirectly. 

"I  contend,  my  lords,  that  from  that  moment  a^  new 
sera  commenced,  and  that  the,  person  who  should  make 
any  advantage  of  interest  eitlier  directly  or  indirectly 
from  such  funds^  was  impeachable  at  the  bar,  of- the 
House.  At  that  time,  my  lords,  Colonel  Barrc  (to  whom 
the  country  is  so  largely  indebted),  held  this  important 
office.  Under  these  representations,  the  salary  in  his 
time  was  encreased  to  the  sum  of  40001.  per  annuni,  and 
it  is  tighly  probable  that  be  never  did  before,  aiid  he  cer«- 
tain)y  never  did  afterwards,  make  tlic  slightest  advantage 
9f  the  public  money  deposited  in  his  hands.  It  was  the 
invariable  practice  of  Mr.  IJarre,  to  deposit  the  money  of 
his  office  in  the  Bank  of  England;  after  this  rqgulatioo^ 
]U  Is  true,  that  he  was  not  bound  to  make  use  of  the  same 
depository,  but  h^  was  pledged  to  make  no  advantage  of 
it.         N        ^ 

Mr.  Barrc  was  not  peculiar  in  selecting  the  Bank  for 
the  security  of  the  funds,  for  although  treasurers  Jbefore 
his  time  had  made  use  of  the  public  monies,  yet  m  the 
Bank  the  account  had  been  constantly  kept,  and  in  the 
long  and  laborious  examination  I  have  had  occasion  to 
makej  I  have  not  seen  a  single  instance  when  a  treasurer 
of. the  navy  lent  any  part  of  tlieser  funds  to  private  per- 
sons excepting  the  defendant,  even  before  the  passing  of 
the  memorable  act,  by  which  all  misapplication  of  these 
effects  was  designed  to  be  prevented. 

"  When  Mr.  Barre  occupied  this  situation,  the  politi- 
cal life  of  the  noble  defendant  had  already  run  a  course 
of  some  years,  and  he  was  attached  to  the  cause  of  Lord 
Guilford,  so  long  a  prime  minister,  to  the  end  of  the  his- 
tory of  that  nobletnan.     His  character  then  for  talents 
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and  eloqueoce,  was  begmfiing  to  rise  into  notice,  and  for 
personal  ^nd  politicaV  piui*ity,  be  M^as  uoiiupeacijable. 
Happy  bad  it  been  for  hinoiMif  he  had  preserved  this  fair 
reputation,  and  if  he -had  been  bound  by  the  same  ties  of 
honour  which  restricted  Colonel  Barre,  so  that  be  hai 
not  made  use  of  the  public  money  to  his  interest  and  ad.- 
vantage  ! 

At  the  tioiQ  Lord  Melville  (then  Mr.  Pundas)  came 
into  office,  be  appointed  Mr..  Douglas  to  be  his  paymas^ 
ter;  a  gentleman  who  had  bekl  that  situation  under  se^ 
vera!  treasurers  of  the  Navy,  for  the  terra,  I  believe,  of 
eighteen  years.  Lord  Melville  was  not  ignorant  of  di^ 
character  ofMr«  Douglas  ^  he  had  before  entertained  so 
good  an  opinion  of  this  person,  that  he  tooi^  paina  to  re^ 
commend  him  to  Colonel  Barre^as  his  paymaster. 

"  Now,  my  lords,  the  first  article. of  charge  against  the 
noble  defendant,  is,  that  when  Mr.  Douglas  was  pay- 
master, and  previous  to  the  act  to  which  I  liave  referred, 
he  did,  in  manifest  breach  of  his  diity,,  possess  himself,  of 
certain  sums  of  money,  and  apply  them  to  his  own  pur^ 
poses. 

'^  I  must  now  beg  your  lordship's  attention  to  the  cir* 
cumstaoces  in  which  the  House  of  Commons  stood  at 
the  time  when  these  charges  were  framed. 

*^  The  evidence  is  sparingly  supplied.  At  first,  wh^n 
the  charges  were  made,  we  were  far  from  having  the 
whole  of  the  evidence  referrable  to  them.  We  were  not 
only  embarrassed  by  the  obscurity  by  which  the  subject 
M  all  times  must  be  necessarily  attended,  but  we  had 
another  serious  difficulty  from  the  lapse  of  time  ;  for  no 
less  a  period  than  twenty  years  has  passed  over,  since 
some  of  these  offences  were  committed,  and  many  of  the 
persons  who  were  concerned  in  the  transactions,  have 
been  long  since  dead.  Besides -these  opposing  circum- 
stances, much  of  the  written  evidence  has  been  purposely 
destroyed,  a  part  of  the  remaining  materials  has  been  ac- 
cidentally lost,  and  we  are  driven,  as  to  many  essential 
particulars,  to  resort  to  a  few  living  witnesses,  in  order  to 
establish  the  guilt  of  tlie  person  we  accuse. 
^  ''  Yet,  my  lords,  we  hope  we  have  surmounted  these 
obstacles,  and  we  trust  we  shall  convince  your  minds^  in: 
a  manner  that  shall  relieve  you  Jronx  the  possibility  ofp 
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doubt  We  shall  first  prepare  you  hf  tlic  more  circuit- 
ous course  of  evidence^  andihen,  by  wh^t  is  plain,  open, 
distinct,  and  familiar;  and  if  your  lordships  will  conde- 
sceod  to  aecooftpany  us,  we  wfit  lead  you  loan  eminence 
Irom  which  you  will  survey  the  whole  guilt  of  the  de- 
fendant. 

"  But,  my  lords,  if  we  are  enabled  conquer  this  host 
«f  loppositiou^  we  camnot  so  easily  vanquish  our  own 
lieelaDgs  in  this  painfQl  task  :  yet,  whatever  may  be  these 
aensaitions,  we  must  resign  th^m  to  the  loud  call  of  public 
dutyv  by  which>  we  are  aummoncd^befoi^  this  august  tri- 
fcffiuial. 

*■  Would  it  be  believed,  ihatwvler  the  complication  of 
proof  to.  which  I  have  referred,  this  noble  defendant,  in  t 
moment  of  forgetfulness,  wpote^  a  letter  to  th#?  Conimis- 
aiouersof  Naval  Enquky,  which  letter  dental n^  a  denial 
ofapy  advantage  he  oerivedfrotntlie  public  money  in  his 
band%  in  thetimeWhispaymastei^,  Douglas  f  It  is  per- 
haps stilL  mere  inpredible,  that  since  the  defendant  has 
beep  elevated  to  the  dignity  he  claims  by  tlie  favour  of  his 
sovereign,  he  has  positively  declared,  that  be  never  did 
subscribe  his  name  to  such^aii  as^ftion.  Seeing  then, 
that  auch  mattei*sa)*e  to*be  disclosed  before  your  lord-^ 
ships,  is  it  not,  indeed,  a  painfulduty  we  have  to  execute  J 
which  nothing  but  thq  paramount  claim  erf  our* country 
could  constrain  us  to  discharge?  <RIv  lord^,  I  chared 
Lord  Melville,  not  only  with  taking  tlie  public  monies,' 
but  of  availing  himself  of  these  sacred  funds  for  his  own 
private  Qmolument;  and  I  am  now  adverting;  to  ^e  first 
charge,  ^hich  respects  a  sum  stated  of  10,0001. 

My  lords,  10  considering  this  item^  it  is  necessary  you 
should  take  into  your  consideration  the  tenth;  or  last  ar- 
tide  of  the  charge  ;  because,  this  sum  is  involved  in  an 
amount  of  27,0001.  there  noticed.  How  will  you  expect 
that  the  managers  on  the  partof  the  Commons  will  sup- 
port this  heavy  charge  ?  It  is  by  no  less  than  a  positive 
avowal  of  the  defendant  himself,  that  he  did  make  the 
use  of  it  to  which  I  have  adverted;  and  that  distinctly  in 
my  own  hearing. 

**  The  defendant  said,  and  kept  his  word  as  nearly  as 
he  qould,  after  the  delaralion  that  he  would  divulge  to 
what  purpose,  tbtt  susi  of  lO^OOOl  waa  applied*     I  affinh, 
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mylords^  tbat  Ihia  alori^  nnaisisieil  by  any  extraneous 
circutnstancea,  ^os  an  impeachable  offenee.  Netthei* 
be  Dor  any  mao  in  Engiaod  has  a.  right  to  place  hiitiseK* 
above  the  law.  But  although  he  will  not  fell  yon  ho^^  \ik 
kis  applied  this  money,  be  says  be  baa  given  it  a  direc- 
UOD  conducive  Id  your  benefit.  Are  we,  my  lords,  t^ 
be  satisfied  with  this  naked  declaration  ? 

''  We  might  have  been  obliged  to  enter  into  a  tedious 
and  elaborate  t>roof  respecting  this  10,0(X)I.  but  I  have 
the  satisfaction  to  8ay>  that  within  these  few  hours  a  cir^ 
cuiDstauce  has  come  to  my  knowledge  which  may  fetidef 
the  facts  of  much  easier  access.  While  we  have  been 
seeking  in  all  directions,  the  learned  counsel  for  the  de« 
fendant  have  been  en  babied  to  take  a  short  cut  to  the  dis-* 
covery,  and  we  will  endeavour  to  take  advantage  of  it^ 
to  remove  all  the  uncertainty^  in  an  ihstant  I  know 
that  within  the  last  two  or  three  days  the  receipt  for  this 
very  10,0001.  was  actually  in  the  possession  o(  tbes^ 
learned  gentlemen. 

''  Is  tiiis  then  the  item  of  10,0001.  which  consti- 
tutes so  considerable  a  part  of  this  grav^  accudaStlon  ? 
If .  it  be  so,  I  hope  the  noble  defendant  wilt  be  in* 
fluenced  by  different  motives  than  thdse  by  whifch  1  con- 
ceive he  has  been  before  Actuated ;  amd  that  neither  his 
view  of  public  duty,  or  private  lionour,  will  prevent  his 
producing  before  us  a  paper  which  contains  all  that  is 
luaterial  in  the  transaction* 

''As  to  public  doty  from  a  disinclination  to  expose 
concerns  of  a  public  nature,  all  the  argument  that  could 
be  supplied  from  this  s^oorce  is  gone  by,  because  the  af- 
fair is  so  remote,  that  no  inconvenience  whatever  can 
arise  from  the  disclosure.  As  little  ground  is  there  for 
declining  to  make  this  exposition  from  the  sentiment  of 
private  honour.  The  names  of  the  persons  who  appear 
upon  the  rfijceipt  were  tjiose  of  men  engaged  in  e)cteiisive 
spec ul4|t ions,  but  whose  utifortul^ate  adveiitures  have  led 
to  the  exposure  of  the  whole  of  their  trahsac^tions  by  d 
public  bankruptcy.  As  little  available  would  be  (hd  oh* 
jection  on  the  groand  of  poblic  convenience  ;  but  it  will 
be  a  most  important  private  convenience  to  flie  defend- 
ant|  if  his  counsel  dan  produce  tins  remarkable  paper  to 
exonerate  Lord  Melville  from  the  charge  under  which  he 
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labours :  and  if,  my  lords,  laeitber  public  duty,  private 
honour,  or  public  convenience,  ebould  prevent  the  pro- 
duction of  this  paper,  what^  other  reason  can  possibly 
be  suggested  for  its  suppression  ?        , 

'*  I  charge  the  noble  defendant  not  only  with  having 
possessed  himself  of -this  10,0001.  but  that  he  continued 
afterwards  directing  and  restricting  its  application ;  and 
this  be  confea<)ed  lo  a  person  whose  natt)e  has  been  often 
xaentipned^  I  niean  Mr.  Trotlier.  That  he  was  still  in 
po^ession  of  this  money  after  be  had  resumed  the  office 
of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  in  1786,  I  will  prove  by  his 
confession,  through  the  means  of  his  agent.  In  17S6, 
he  said  that  he  had  tbb  sum  of  10,0001.  in  small  fractions, 
^ken  out  in  a  variety  of  amounts,  and  no  portion  of 
these  did  he  apply  to  the  public  service.  I  will  also  shevtr 
you  the  only  lO^OOOl.  which  he  did  take  out  of  the  office 
atone  time  is  that  precise  sum;  and  not  only  that  this 
was  not  applied  to  the  public  s^vice,  but  that  be  had  no 
pretence  or  shadow  for  extracting  it  for  such  service,  m 
more  than  he  could  have  now,  of  the  balances  in  the  bank, 
and  applying  them  to  electioneering  projects,  or  any  other 
sinister  purposes. 

'^  But  to  descend  to  a  ftw  more  particulars.  On  the 
19th  of  August,  1782,  the  Right  Honourable  Henry 
Dundas  was  first  appointed  to  the  office  of  Treasurer  of 
tlie  Navy,  and  as  early  as  the  20th  of  August,  the  very 
next  day,  before  the  seat  was  warmed  by  the  new  incum^ 
bent»  the  sum  of  10,0001.  was  paid  into  a  banking-house 
for  account  of  the  new  treasurer.  My  lords,  it  will  be 
clearly  in  evidetice  before  you,  that  Mr.  Douglas  was  the 
paymaster  nominated  by  Mr.  Dundas,  that  every  act  he 
did  w,as  under  the  sanction  of  the  defendant,  and  that 
both  at  this  time,  and  at  subsequent  periods,  he  was  re* 
sponsible  for  the  acts  of  Mr.  Douglas. 

*^  I  do  not  pretend  to  shew  that  this  sum  of  10,000i. 
constituted  any  part  of  the  pubKc  money,  but  I  notice 
the  transaction  to  expose  before  you  the  first  connection 
between  these  two  men. 

"  Early  in  November  a  payment  of  a  very  different 
description  was  made  on  behalf  of  the  defendant.  The 
paymaster  of  the  navy  was  in  the  habit  of  going  to  the 
exchequer,  and  upon  presenting. his  warrant,  the  sum  of 
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inoi)^y  be  required  wfis  delivered  to  him  in  the  form  in 
wiuch  be  chose  to  take  it ;  either  by  a  credit,  in  tbe  bank* 
boojcsy    ov.in  bajnk-notes.     On  the  6tb  of  November^ 
1783^  Mr.  Douglas  had  a  payoieot  to  receive  at  liie 
Exchequer  to  the  amount  of  45,0001.     This  gentleman 
^4ed  to  have  40,0001.  in  the  ban |c  books,  and  the  rest 
iof^bank  notes.     This  transaction,   in  tbe  general  nature 
of  it,,  vwas  &i4^h  as  hud  often  taken  place  before,  and  Mn- 
Douglaa  hiiiiself  had  frequently  taken  up  money  iu  thi^ 
V3y ;  but  as  far  as  we  have  been  able  to  trace  the  ac* 
counts,  every  sum  so  extracted  was  uniformly  of  •  the 
amoupt  of  20001.  whicli  was  set  apart  fori  the  payment  of 
(Ixch^uer  fees.     But  what  Mr.  Douglas  so  drew  out  gn> 
this  Qccasion,  was  not,  as  formerly,  carried  to  the  public 
account.;   This  properly  might  have  been  taken  to  a  pUice 
of  i^afe  custody,  I  mean  the  iron  chest  of  the  office,  which 
was  prpvided  for  the  reception  of  money  in  this  form ;  and 
ill,  the  memory  of  men  in  the  Navy  P^y-office  still  living 
ihjs  cbest'.was  us^d  expressly  for  thift  purpose,  and  the- 
money  was  transferred  from  it  to  wa||ons  and.othef  con- 
veyances, to  take  it  to  the  outrports  to  answer  Various 
public  demands.     But  at  the  date  to  which  we  are  re- 
ferring, this  chest  was  diverted  from  the  fit  purpose,  and 
vas  applied  to  the  floating  securities  of  the  Treasurer  of 
the  Navy,  collected  for  his  own  profit ;  yet  this  pubhc 
chest,    being  a  necessary  part. of  the  constitution  of  the 
office,  ought  to  have  been  reserved  for  the  public  effects, 
and  a  national  account  ought  to  have  been  opened  with 
this  iron  chest ;  and  such  account  was  actually  continued 
by  Mr.  Douglas  down  to  the  period  of  1782,  and  in  it. 
appeared  an  item  of  iO,OOOl.  which  was  passed  to  tiie^ 
name  of  Mr.  Jellicoe. 

''  When  the  5,0001.  was  first  put  into  the  iron  chest,  a 
bank  note  of  1,000L  which  constituted,  part  of  the  sum, 
found  its  way  immediately  into  the  hand3  of  the  Treasurer 
of  the  Navy,  and  was  paid  by  him  to  his  private  account 
at  Messrs.  Drummonds,  from  whom  he  then  took  up 
40001.  leaving  6001.  in  the  hands  of  those  bankers.  That 
bank  note,  my  Lords,  I  have  now  in  my  hand,  the  very 
note  which  was  so  carried  to  that  account. 

"  Lord  Melville  may  say,,  that  the  house  of  JVIessrs. 
Drummonds  was  a  place  where  he  might  deposit  money 
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without  oflRsnee  or  crime.  Yes,  tny  Lords,  and  so  bt! 
might ;  the  produce  of  his  estates,  the  income  of  his  pri' 
vate  fortune  from  whatever  source  it  might  lie  derived^ 
but  he  could  not  deposit  there,  without  omnce  or  crime, 
the  public  money. 

^  I  will  shew,  my  Lords,  the  state  of  his  account  with 
that  housej  what  he  paid  in,  what  he  drew  out;  and 
tiiat  when  he  Overdrew  his  account;  Messrs.  Drummonds^ 
regularly  as  they  otfght  to  do,  paying  a  proper  attention 
to  their  owu  concern^,  charged  him  with  interest  for 
such  over- payments. 

"  This,  my  Lords,  was  in  November  1782.  In  the 
month  of  December  the  same  year ;  the  very  year  in 
which  he  was  appointed  to  this  sphere  of  public  duty^'. 
(I  beg  your  atteVition  to  this,  my  Lords^)  another  sunt 
was  drawn  out  of  the  Exchequer  by  Mr.  Douglas,  ex- 
actly in  the  same  form,  and  other  notes  of  1,000  L  were 
in  like  manner  taken  to  Messrs.  Drummonds.  One  of 
these  notes  v^ent  yjjMv:  Jeliicoe  for  a  private  debt  of 
Lord  MelviileX  ancRPwas  paid  into  the  house  of  Messrs. 
MoffaVs  in  discharge  of  a  bill  drawn  by  him  irote 
Edinburgh. 

^*  if  w^  can  satisfy  your  Lordships  of  the  accuracy  of 
this  representation,  you  will  not  for  a  moment  doubt  that' 
this  mon^  at  least  was  not  applied  to  the  public'  pur- 
poses, to  which  it  ought  to  have  been  devoted 

'^  Again,  between  August,  178<2,  and  the  18th  of  Aprif 
1 785,  sums  were  obtained  in  the  same  way,  by  Mr.  Dou- 
glas,  and  notes  or  cash  were  carried  to  the  chest  ac- 
count, to  the  amount  of  l6,000l.  only  3,00Ol.  of  which* 
found  irs  way  into  any  official  book,  and  to  this  extent 
alone  was  any.  thing  paid  out.  of  that  large  ainount  for 
any  official  purpose  whatever.  I  have  shewn  then,  diat 
two  sums  of  l,000l.  have  been  identified,  and  we  havQ 
.  the  bank  notes  here  before  us.  I  have  likewise  said,  that 
15,0001.  was  wholly  unaccounted  for,  and  I  may  add, 
that  the  5,000l.  applied  to  official  purposes,  was  paid  to 
Mr.  Jeliicoe. 

'*'  If  one  part  of  the  papers  connected  with  these 
transactions  are  thus  shewn  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the 
defendant,  it  is  natural  to  suppose  that  he  is  likewise  in 
possession  of  the  rest;  the  pioduction  of  ibese  wHl  pen*' 
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rfer  all  the  transactions  intelligible ;  and  I  sincerely  hope 

they,  will  be  sun'CBdered. 
"  After  th^se  afikirs,  another  political  revolution  took 

plac9,  and  the  noble  Lord  no  longer  occupied  the  statioq 
m  which  he  had  been  placed.  On  the  lOth  of  April  he 
ceased  to  be  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  and  when  h^ 
(hu3  went  out  of  offiqey  he  wasi  debtor  to  the  public  in  the 
aum  of  13,0001.  But  pn  the  14th  of  April,  four  days 
after  his  removal,  Mr.  iJouglas  drew  out  to,  the  order  of 
Mr.  Jeilicoe,  10,0001.  of  which  Lord  Melville  possessed 
tiimsjelf.  t  have  heard  his  Lordship  say,  that  at  the 
iime  he  was  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  a  confidential  con-, 
^  oeptioii  sub^sisited,  which  made  the  secret  application  of 
Oioney  necessary,  and  he  would  notdisdosey  even  to  his 
colleagues  in  office  to  what  purpose  he  had  applied  it.,^ 
The  natural  enquiries  are,  t0^iu)m  did  he  pay»  or  what 
became  of  this  amount? 

*^  At  that  time  there  was  in  existence,  a  caaimercial 
bouse  of  .the  highest  reputation,  tradfng  under  the  firqi 
of  Muir  and  Atkinson*    The  hou/ie.  had  a  close  con*, 
section  with  government;  Mr.  Atkihidn  was  well  known, 
^nd  was  particularly  known,  to  the  defendant.    He  had 
long  prior  to  this  time  ceased  to  be  a  government  con- 
di^ctor,  and  although  this  intercourse  .had  terminated, 
jt^t  Mr.  Atkinson  was  accommodated  with  the  sum  of. 
10,000 i.  by  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy. 
^  Was  this  a  place  of  safe  depiosit  for  the  public  mo- 
'  oies?  Was  the  house  of  Mr.  Atkinson  under  such  cir- 
cumslanceB  of  embarrassment,  as  to  make  this  loan  pecu- 
liarly desirable  at  that  time?  But  in  propprtiop  to  the 
solicitude  of  this  gentleman  to  obtain  i^  was  the  dai^er. 
to  which  the  public  would  be  e^^po^ed  by  the  loan*     My 
Lords,  tlie  motive  will  be  shewn  to  you,  Avhy  this  10,000 1. 
was  confided  into  such  hands,  and   I  will  not  insult 
ypur  understandings  by  repeating  the  question,  why  the 
public  money  was  so  applied;  but  tp  uijiravel  tire  mystery 
attending  this  (transaction,  it  will  be  \vorth  your  while  to 
enquire,  for  what  object  of  private advantage  the  sacred 
fundsof  the  state  were  profusely  poured  into  this  channel. 
"  My  Lords,  we  have  the  account  with  this  IVfr.  At- 
kinson, and  we  find,  that  the  item  of  10,bocl.  forms  only 
one,  among  numerous  other  amounts  between  that  hou^p^ 
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and  Lord  Melville,  and  some  of  these  will  be  substam 
tiated  before  you  by  authentic  papers. 

"  We  Qiust  now  come  to  that  period  of  the  accounts, 
when  Lord  Melville  went  out  of  office.  Then  it  was, 
that  difficulties  arose  in  making  up  his  accounts,  and  he 
^as  found  a  debtor  13,0001.  on  one  account  already  re- 
ferred to  ;  10,0001.  on  the  other,  to  which  I  have  just 
adverted.  Of  this  large  balance,  ascending  to  the  sum 
of  23,000l.  l,000l.  was  paid  by  a  person  who  was  in  i\\Q 
habit  of  defraying  small  sums  for  the  noble  defendant. 

"  My  Lords,  1  must  pause  for  a  moment  in  this  detail, 
to  express  my  feelings  on  the  occasion^  and  confess  there 
is  nothing  more  painful  to  mc,  than  to  expose  the 
knowledge  I  have  necessarily  attained  of  the  private 
affairs  of  the  noble  defendant.  Unfortunately,  his  per- 
sonal concerns  are  so  intimately  blended  with  the  public 
accounts,  as  to  make  it  absolutely  necessary  that  I  should 
notice  them  somevihat  in  detail,  and  I  hope  in  this  res- 
pect yon  will  excuse  my  performing  w  hat  the  strict  exe^ 
cution  of  my  duty  a^olutely  requires.'' 

(The  honorable  Wanager  here  entered  into  some  par- 
ticulars of  the  private  account  of  the  defendant,  and  then 
proceeded.) 

*'  The  debt,  w^ith  the  abatement  of  this  1,0001.  was 
reduced  to  the  sum  of  22,0001.  and  in  July,  1783,  a  se- 
rious difficulty  arose  in  the  office.  A  demand  was  niade 
for  10,0001.  and  no  money  was  to  be  produced  to  sa- 
tisfy it;  3,000l.  only  was  in  the  coffers  to  be  applied 
to  this  payment,'  Lord  Melville  being  all  this  time  a 
debtor  to  the  establishment.  Subsequently,  l.OOOl. 
more  was  paid,  then  fiOOOl.  and  by  a  series  of  instal- 
ments, the  debt  was  reduced  to  7,600l.and  in  this  situa- 
tion it  stood,  when  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dundas 
again  became  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ;  for  in  Janu- 
ary, 1784,  another  memorable  political  revolution  took 
place,  and  the  defendant  appeared  again  in  his  former 
capacity. 

"  What  did  the  now  treasurer  do  to  satisfy  this  balance 
of  7,6poL  on  his  re-adnlission  into  this  high  office  ?  He 
took  up  drafts  to  the  amount  ,or2,000l.  and  the  second 
was  on  the  25th  of  May,  1785,  a  day  most  memorable  in 
the  history  of  the  noble  lord.     On  that  day  appeared  the' 
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for  (be.  better  regulating  the  oi&ce  of  his  Majesty  9 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  and  yet,  at  that  very  time,  be  took 
up  a  considerable  sum  from  the  public  monies,  and  paid 
it  into  the  ^nds  of  his  bankers,  for  his  own  privat^e 
advantage. 
.  **  My  loi^ds,  what  is  the  natural  reflection  which  occurs 
to  the  niirtd  on  the  pressure  of  these  facts  ?  They  are 
DOt  only  truths  which  I  assert,  but  which  I  shall  establish 
on  the  most  satisfactory  evidence. 

"  With  the  sums  thus  taken  up,  the  Eight  Honourable 
Henry  Dundas  became  a  debtor  to  the  state  in  1 1,600L 
and  this  fact  will  be  placed  beyond  the  possibility  of 
doubt.  In  order  to  effect  the  reduction  of  hi^  debt,  he 
directed  an  amount  to  he  applied  from  the  produce  of  bi| 
own  salary,  which  lessened  it  to  10,3001.  Mr.  Douglas 
died  in  the  year  1784,  and  such  was  the  public  claim  at 
the  time  of  his  decease.  All  the  public  accounts  at  tho 
Bank,  and.  all  the  private  accounts  connected  with  these 
transactions,  confirm  the  result  I  hnve  stated,  and  what* 
ever  mercenary  motive  may  induce  living  witnesses. to  de- 
ceive you,  no  such  temptations  ca^n  operate  upon  this 
silent,  but  irresistible  testimony. 

!'  How  did  the  noble  defendant  act  on  the  occasion 
of  the  death  of  Mr.  Douglas  ?  Did  he  pretend  that  the 
public  h4d  no  claim  upon  him,  and  did  be  call  u{)on  the 
tXj^cutors  of  that  gentleman  to  make  good  the  deficiency? 
Pid  he,  after  the  examination  of  the  accounts  of  the  de- 
ceased, charije  the  balance  upon  his  representatives  ? 
Nq,  my  lords,  he  took  a  very  different  course.  Mr. 
Pundas  acknowledged  the  balance  due  in  the  presence  of 
the  sort  and  executor  of  Mr.  Douglas,  and  he  confessed 
the  whole  progress  and  formation  of  that  balance,  amount* 
ing  to  10,3001.  and  no  ground  remains  to  him  on  which 
he  can  erect  his  defpnce. 

**  My  lordp,  the  memory  of  Mr.  Douglas  requires  no 
tenderness  of  feeling,  hiji  character  is  unimpeached  and 
unimpeachable  :  he  was  a  pure,  honest,  and  conscientious 
servant  of  the  public,  and  I  have  the  testimony  of  Lord 
Melville  in  his  favour,  not  only  in  the  recommendation 
the  defendant  gave  to  Colonel  Bane,  but  in  the  sub- 
sequent confidence  reposed  in  this  upright  officer  by  Lord 
^lelville  himself.     *  You  have  done,'  said,  Mr.  Dundas 
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to  Mr.  Barre,  '  the  only  thing  I  can  meet  reeoinaiend^  bj 
appomting  Mr/ Douglas  paymaster.' 

^*  Can  H)e  defendant,  after  these  proofs  of  his  approbtr 
fflin,  iinpate  any  thing  dishonourable  to  Mn  Dougjaa; 
and  if  he  should  venture  to  do  so,  ivill  his  assertions  re* 
ceive  any  credence  from  your  lordships.  If  I  cap  satis^ 
flictorfly  prove  the  facts  I  have  now  disclosed,  the  first 
and  the  tenth  articles  of  these  charges  will  be  completely 
established. 

"  My  Ldrds,  I  wish  to  conceal  nothing  which  can 
tend  to  ishew  any  meritorious  conduct  in  this  unfortunate 
nobleman.  1  wish  to  attribute  no  blame,  where  it  is  not 
deserved,  and  hence  it  is»  that  with  peculiar  satisfaction 
I  state  to  you,  that,  during  the  time  that  Lord  Melville 
was  Treasurer  of  .the  Navy,  several  most  ben^cial  re- 
gulations took  place  in  his  office,  and  several  acts  were 
passed  for  the  protection  and  defence^f  those  who  were 
before  unprotected  and  defenceless.  The. widows  anl 
orphans  of  those  gallant  sons  of  the  empire^  who  were 
fignting  the  battles  of  their  country,  were  the  objects  of 
his  peculiar  care,  and  a  number  of  lives  were  pres^ved 
bybis  prudent  and  generous  interposition.  However 
detestable  the  crime  may  be,  it  had  been  a  commoQ 
practice  to  forge  the  wills  of  those  who  fell  in  defence  of 
the  state,  and  this  atrocious  conduct,  and  its  pemiciouii 
consequences,  have  been  in  a  great  degree  prevented 
by  die  salutary  plans  recommended  by  the  defendant, 
for  which  he  deserves  the  thanks  of  the  British  people; 
and  in  justice  to  Mr.  Trotter  I  must  admit,  and  not  only 
admit,  but  gladly  prodaim,  that  he,  when  Paymaster  of 
the  Nav}^,  was  eminently  useful  in  assisting  the  Trea- 
surer in  these  beneficent  designs. 

The  name  of  Mr.  Trotter  has  often  been  mentioned, 
and  hardly  less  often  in  a  way  unfavorable  to  his  repu- 
tation ;  but  the  truth  is,  that  m  early  life  he  appears  to 
have  conducted  himself  with  credit  and  honor,  and  e)c« 
cepting  in  his  situation  as  Paymaster  of  the  Navy,  tliere 
is  no  imputation  against  him  with  which  I  am  acquainted: 
and  I  have  beard  the  honorable  defendant  candidly  and 
manfully  declare  much  in  his  favor.  Mr.Trotterisa  person 
who  will  give  your  Lordships  most  material  information 
on  the  subject  of  these  transactions.    The  affairs  of  thil 
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Sndeman  are  ao  intimately  blended  with  those  of  Lord 
elville,  that  no  human  being  excepting  Trotter  or  tW 
defendant  himself  could  unravel  the  concerns;  andiyout' 
Lordships  well  know,  that  it  was  proposed  to  indeoinify 
(be  former  from  any  civil  consequences  from  hia  owa 
evidencei  that  he  might  be  made  a  witness  on  this  import^ 
ant  occasion.  Under  all  the  circumstances  of  difficulty 
with  which  this  testimony  is  attended,  it  is  a  fortunate 
thing  for  us,  that  what  Mr.  Trotter  will  have  to  depose^ 
will  be  so  fully  confirmed  by  bootcs  and  documents,  as  to 
leav^  no  doubt  on  your  Lordships*  minds ;  and,  indejpd,. 
there  is  no  one  particular  to  which  he  will  give  testimony^ 
which  will  not  be  so  confirmed.  This  is  most  fortunate, 
not  only  for  us,  but  most  fortunate  for  the  country,  and. 
most  fortunate  for  Mr.  Trotter.  At  the  time  to  which  I 
htve  alluded,  the  act  which  has  b^en  mentioned  was 
pissed,  and  I  myself  have  heard  the  noble  defendant  say, 
that  he  was  yet  to  learn  in  what  be  bad  ofiended  agataat 
this  law  ? 

^*  My  Lords,  th<^bave  been  difficulties  on  nume- 
roQs  occasions,  ftttiV  ^  ig  the  interpretation  of  acts  of 
parliament :  the  Acr  of  Succession,  the  Bill  of  Rigbt%. 
Magna  Charta  itself^  nay,  even  that  sacred  law,  Avhich. 
has  been' inscribed  on  the  tablets  of  heaven,  and  thft 
pfam  mandate,  **  Thou  shah  not  steal,'*  has  received  a 
double  ronstruction;  but    I  undertake  to  shew,  that 
Lord  Melville  could  not  possibly  mistake  the  meanin?  of 
the  statute  which  be  has  so  gi-ossly,  so  flagrantly,  and  sa^ 
notoriously  violated*    My  Lords,  who  was  to  carry  into 
execution  this  act  of  parliament  of  Gixat  Britain  ?  It 
was  Lord  Melville.     It  was  be  that  proposed  it,  he  that 
prepared  it,  arid  by  his  authority  ii  was  conducted  through. 
all:  its  stages  in  the  House  of  Commons.     He  knew,  not 
only  the  letter,  but  the  spirit  of  the  law.     Had  I  been 
now  conducting  a  similar  charge  against  the  successor  of 
the  noble  Lord,  I  should  have  much  less  to  say  in  sup« 
poit  of  the  accusation,  because,  he  might  have  pteaded 
ignorance  with  some  appearance  of  truth,  although,  i;i 
a  strict  sense,  the  ignorance  of  the  law,  does  not  excuse 
any  in  the  breach  of  it.     I  am,  my  Lords,  referring  tq  a 
cdebrated  saying  of  that  powerful  European  potentate, 
Philip  the  Second,  that  when  we  entfuire^litto  the  con- 
struction 
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structlon  of  tliis  statute,  I  should  re oonuncad  similar 
Acans  with  the  change  merely  of  the  name  *'  Let  us 
consult  the  genius  of  Melville." 

(The  honorable  manager  here  made  some  allusions  to 
the  minstrels  of  the  country  of  the  noble  defendant,  to: 
shew  the  spirit  by  which  this  parliamentary  regulation 
was  dictatied,  and  then  proceeded.) 

*'  What  were  the  words  of  the  act  ?  What  was  its  de- 
sign ?  If  *at  the  time  it  was  passed  you  had  enquired 
of  the  noble  defendant^  what  would  have  been  his  an- 
swer? He  would  have  told  you,  that'  it  was  to  prevent 
all  future  misapplication  of  the  public  money,  by  him- 
self, and  every  other  person  occupying  the  station  to 
which  he  was  appointed.  My  I-iords,  read  the  statute, 
and  listen  to  its  clauses.  Is  there  a  man  in  England  who 
can  doubt  of  the  intention  qf  it  ?  Can  the  learned  coun- 
sel for  the  defendant,  or  even  can  the  most  simple  man, 
doubt  for  an  instant  the  tendency  and  meaning  of  it? 
My  Lords,  I  throw  down  the  gauntlet,  and  defy  all  the 
ingenuity  of  those  able  advoca^  #f  the  defendant,  to 
give  more  than  one  interpI'etatil.Vo  it,  and  it  is  this; 
that  from  the  moment  it  became  operative.  Lord  Mel- 
ville was  bound  to  pay  the  money  devolving  to  him  in  his 
office  to  the  Bank  of  England;  and  further,  he  was 
bound  to  pay  it  wholly  and  exclusively  for  the  navy  ser- 
vices. What  did  he  do  ?  He  himself  acknowledges,  that 
he  suffered  his  Paymaster  to  devote  it  to  another  pur- 
pose ;  and  we  contend,  that  what  he  did  by  his  Paymas- 
ter, he  did  himself  But  to  look  a  little  more  attentively 
at  the  statute,  the  act  says,  that,  '  No  money  for  the 
service  of  the  navy  shall  be  issued  from  his  Majesty's  Ex- 
chequer to  the  Treasurer,  of  the  Navy,  or  shall  be  placed, 
or  directed  to  be  placed  in  his  bands  or  possession ;  but 
the  same  shall  be  issued,  and  directed  to  be  paid  to  the 
Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England.'  In 
the  fourth  section,  it  proceeds  to  enact,  that  '  the  Trea- 
surer shall  draw  upon  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the 
Bank  of  England  for  all  navy  services  whatever,  and 
shall  specify  in  each  and  every  draft,  the  head  of  service 
for  which  the  same  is  drawn.' 

*'  I  beg  your  attention  to  one  inference  from  this  re- 
gulatk>n  :  the  money  was  to^be  paid  by  aa  accquntant^ 
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bat  was  not  to  come  into  the  hands  of  the  Treasurer. 
How  then  was  it,  your  Lordships  will  enquire,  that  ti^ 
noble   defendant  could  get   the   money  into    his  own 
hands?    A  short  explanation  of  the  nature  of  the  ac- 
counts will  shew  how  this  was  possible.    There  are  three  • 
distinctions  oif  payments  to  which' the  duty  of  the  Trea- 
surer of  the  Navy  extends ;  and  they  are  called,  the  pay 
branch,   the  victualling  branch,   and  the  navy  branch. 
It  so  happens,  that  upon  the  two  latter,  specific  limited 
assignments  must  be  made  for  every  farthing  ;  .but,  upon 
the  former,  such  assignments  are  made  for  apart,  but  not  ^ 
for  the  whole;  but  this  wiU  be  explained  more  minutely 
presently. 

"  Thus,  it  appears,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Treasurer, 
to  pay  the  money  into  the  Bank,  and  he  is  not  allowed, 
to  take  it  out  of  this  treasury,  either  directly,  or  indi- 
rectly,  without  [>ointing  out  the  immediate  service  to 
which  the  payment  to  be  made  is  applicable;  and  if  he 
gives  a  draft  without  expressing  the  semcc^  the  law  is 
infringed.     I  have  heard  the  defendant  make  a  sort  of 
difference  between  these  assignments,  and  the  assigned 
balances ;  and  if  such  a  distinction  were  to  prevail,  tliti 
statute  would  become  utterly  nugatory,  and  an  absolute 
contraul  over  the  money  would  be  given  to  the  Trea- 
surer, wlrich  the  act  was  intendied  to  prevent.     The  eflect 
would  be,  that  the  Treasurer  could  extmct  from  the  Ex-; 
chequer  100^000/.  and  put  8,000/.  into  his  pocket,  want- 
ing only  for  the  public  service  92,000//* 

After  some  farther  illustrations  of  the  same  kind,  Mr. 
Wbitbread  said:  *^Tbe  intention  of  the  statute  is  clear?, 
the  words  are  simple  and  appropriate,  butlf  the  acumen 
of  the  learned  Gentlemen  cao  discover  any  critiical  error, 
they  will  be  al  liberty  to  argue  it." 

(Mr.  Plomer  smiled.) 
'*  I  perceive  my  learned  friend  has  indulged  himself 
in  a  transient  smile.  If  his  countenance  be  for  a  mc- 
nient  illumined  by  his  consciousness  of  tlie  innocence  of 
his  client,!  shall  be  happy,  and  I  am  sure  he  does  not, 
prive  way  to  this  expreaaion  of  feeling,  from  any  contempt 
for  those  who  with  myself  are  employed  in  the  service  of 
the  public,  and  who  have  reluctantly  undertaken  this 
jre^t  and  laborious  duty. 


"  In  1805,  there  was  a  stina  of  40,000/  discovered, 
vbich  was  said  to  be  applied  by  Lord  Melville  to  some 
national  purpose,  and  your  Lordships  will  recollect, 
that  the  subject  was  investigated  in  Parliament.  Ko 
defence  of  this  transaction  was  etttempted  :  they  said 
*  we  will  break  the  law,  and  the  aflFair  shall  go  unex- 
plained/ Lord  Melville,  however,  could  not  prevent  the 
circumstance  of  the  application  of  this  sum  being  known, 
and  he  with  some  boldness  declared,  that  ^  If  Mr.  Pitt 
bad  not  informed  you  how  it  was  applied,  I  would  not 
have  told  you.'  What  was  done  in  this  case  ?  An  act  of 
indemnity  was  obtained,  and  the  statute  distinctly  declares, 
that  the  thing  was  unlawfully  done.  There,  my  Lords,  in 
aid  of  our  simplicity  and  stupidity,  we  have  another  Act 
of  Parliament  to  justify  our  conclusion. 

"  Now,  even  from  this  imperfect  statement,  unsup- 
plied  as  my  deficiencies  are  by  my  more  able  coadjutars,  it 
appears  to  me,  that  if  the  facts  I  have  disclosed  should 
be  confirmed  by  evidence,  every  csindid  mind  must  be 
convinced  that  the  noble  defendant  is  Culpable.  The 
only  question  is,  did  he,  or  did  he  not,  give  authority  to 
the  Paymaster  ?  What  is  his  own  confession  on  this  sab« 
ject  ? '  *  If  (says  he)  it  is  meant  to  ask  me  whether  I 
ever  gave  any  direct  authority  to  the  Paymaster  to  use 
llie  money  in  the  manner  above  mentioned,  I  should  cer-* 
tainly  answer'  no ;  but  I  have  no  hesitation  in  sayings  that 
I  believed  and  understood  he  did,  and  never  prohibited 
him  from  doing  so.' 

"  Mr.  Trotter  the  Paymaster  did  what  ?  He  took  up 
money  from  the  Bank,  and  lodged  it  in  the  handa  of  pri- 
vate bankers,  those  private  bankers  ti^ere  Messrs.  Couttd 
and  Co.  where  the  money  was  paid  in  and  out,  and  inter- 
changed, on  a  thousand  occasions  without  any  reference 
to  navy  services  whatever. 

**  Did  he  do  this  to  any  considerable  amount  ?  We  dan 
ahew  to  what  extent  this  was  done  through  every  pro* 
gressive  month.  A  few  of  the  Items  will  explain  thia 
matter." 

(Mr.  Whitbread  here  read  several  amounts  from  me* 
moranda  before  him,  100,000/.  20,000/.  50,000/. 
76,000/.  101,000/.  371,000/.  *•  and  at  last  (said  he)  the 
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trtoaactien  was  so  prodigious^  as  to  reach  to  490,000/. 
just  before  Mr.  Dundas  went  ou  t  of  office. 

"  Did  the  noble  defendant  make  any  enquiry  into  this? 
He  declares  he  made  no  such  enquiry.  What,  did  no- 
thing bring  to'  his  notice  these  vast  sums  so  disposed  of? 
Yes,  I  will  shew  you  that  he  must  have  enquired.  Wfe 
say,  that  the  money  was  exposed  to  loss  ;  not  by  being 
at  Messrs.  Coutts'  where  it  might  be  as  safe  as  anywhere 
else  ;  but  by  being  engaged  in. various  ways  and  depo- 
sited at  dififerent  places;  for  the  fact  is,  it  was  any  where^ 
and  ei^iery  where,  but  ^t  Messrs.  Coutts'.  I  can  expose 
to  you  a  large  account,  by  which  it  appears,  that  out  of 
ihese  monies,  navy  bills  were  bought,  when  they  had 
fallen.to  a  great  discount,  and  I  can  point  out  the  precise 
«ums  lent  to  supply  the  deficiencies  from  this  cause.  Thei)e 
was  a  great  loss  on  the  negociation,  and  if  Mr.  Trotter 
had  not  enriched  himself  by  his  connection  with  Lord 
Melville,  he  would  not*'bave  been  able  to  have  extricated 
iiimself  from  this  embarrassinent 

**  We  «pt  only  say  that  the  public  properly  was  ex- 
posed to  ihese  losses  but  we  further  assert  tliat  it  was 
drawn  from  the  controul  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy 
in  whose  person  the  confidence  was  reposed  :  While  a^ 
.the  Bank  it  was  under  this  controul :  if  the  Paymaster 
were  to  die,  to  abscond,  or  whatever  might  become  of 
Air.  Trotter,  at  the  Bank  the  money  was  the  effects  of 
the  public  and  was  capable  of  being  produced :  but  when 
in  the  hands  of  a  private  banker  it  was  liable  to  be  lost 
to  the  public,  and  no  private  banker  could  prevent  its 
being  drawn  out  by  Mr.  Trotter  at  his  own  pleasure, 
whatever  might  be  his  persuasion  that  the  money  be- 
longed to  the  public. 

**  Then  this  power  of  disposing  of  these  monies,  Mn 
Trotter  delegated  ta'ioiother,  and  then  again  to  a  third 
person  as  in  some  instances,  so  tlmt  there  was  no  end 
to  the  risk  or  loss,  no  limit  to  the  extent  of  the  power 
to  draw,  and  no  calculation  could  be  made  on  the 
mischief  the  public  might  suffer  under  a  variety  of  cir- 
cumstances which  might  be  stated. 

*[  The  whole  money  was  thus  drawn  from  the  Banl^ 
and  deposited  with  the  bankers  under  the  direction  of  the 
paymaster.   The  reason  given  by  bis  lordehip  for  this,  is, 

.  eS!  the 


28 

the  opinion,  that  it  would  fidd  more  facility  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  business  of  the  office  in  the  multitude  of  smati 
payments  to  be  made,  than  if  the  money  were  to  be  de- 
posited, according  to  the  constitution  of  the  office,  in  aft 
iron  chest ;  and  that  the  various  parties  receiving  small 
^>aytnents,  would  be  less  liable  to  be  imposed  upon,  than 
if  tliey  were  each  to  receive  drafts  for  such  5mall  sums 
-upon  the  Ban k^  at  such  a  distance  from  the  office  after  its 
removal  to  Somei'set  Place.     One  would  imagine  from 
this  jmrt  of  the  evidence^  that  there  \ws  some  material 
Hdvuntage  in  this  mode,  and  that  persons  were  sent  to  the 
liank  witli  drafts  which  might  be  lost  in  difterent  waySL 
But  never,  in  the  conduct  of  the  office,  did  socb  a  thing 
take  place,  or  was  there  the  smallest  necessi^  for  it.  You 
would  imagine  ti^at  the  paymaster  had  the  guineas  passed 
through  his  own  hand,  but  neither  a  guinea,  nor  a  shilling 
wa&  disposed  of  tiirough  this  channel;  or  you  might  sup- 
]W)se,  that  small  drafts  were  issued,  but  the  fact  was  wholly 
otherwise :  again,  you  might  x'onjectore,  that  they  were 
paying  money  night  and  day  from  the;  office.     If  you  ex- 
pect that  any  thing  like  this  occurred,  you  will  be  wholly 
disappointed. 

"  None  of  these  practices,  of  which  we  now  complain, 
existed  during  ihe  treasurership  of  Lord  Harrowby, 
Mr.  Bragge,  and  others.  If  assignments  were  brought  to 
Mr.  Trotter  on  Monday  for  100,0001.  and  not  more  tliaa 
;30,0COl.  or  40,000l.  were  immediately  wanted  ;  that  sum 
only  was  applied,  for  the  rest,  it  was  answered,  '  I  shall 
be  here  at  the  office,  if  you  want  it,  it  shall  be  given  you.' 
Well,  where  was  the  surplus?  It  was  left  at  the  Bank 
where  it  ought  to  be,  until  it  was  required  for  eflfective 
payments. 

*'  You  would  suppose,  my  lords,  on  a  contemplation 
of  the^e  fticts,  that  great  balances  were  in  the  hands  of 
Messrs.  Coutts ;  but,  in  this,  also,  you  will  be  deceived. 
Perhaps,  when  100,0001.  was  drawn  for,  only  l,600h 
constituted  such  balance,  and  sometimes  only  2001.  and 
•they  often  continued  largely  oveitlrawn.  This  shews, 
that  the  money  at  Messrs.  Coutts'  did  not  lie  there  until 
the  public  service  wanted  it,  but  that  it  w^as  drawn  from 
thence  for  the  purposes  of  private  emolument. 

"  I-«rd  Melville  was  asked,  *  Did  you  give  permission 
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to  the  paymasttttvto  draw  the  money  from  the  Bank,  and 
lodge  it  in  the  hands  of  a  private  banker,  with  a  view  to 
his  deriving  any  advantage  or  emolument  therefrom  ?' 
He  answers,  "  If  it  is  meant  to  ask  me  whether  I  ever 
gave  any  direct  authority  to  the  paymaster  to  use  the 
mooey  in  the  manner  abovementioned,  I  should  ccr- 
tainly  anb^wer,  no ;  but  I  ha^e  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
that  I  believed  and  understood  he  did,  and.  never  prohi- 
bited him  from  doing  so.'  Now  should  this  have  been 
permitted  by  <  any  superior  officer  of  such  an  establish^- 
meot,  above  all,  by  Lord  Melville,  who  is  the  author  of 
the  act  to  prevent  the  misapplication  of  the  public  mo- 
ney in  the  office  of  treasurer  of  the  navy.  If  the  salary 
were  too  small,  why  did  he  not  propose  its  augmenta- 
tion ?  He  had  free  access  to  the  royal  ear,  and  what  he 
recommended  would  have  been  listened  to  with  peculiar 
favour  and  attention.  By  a  single  word,  he  might  have 
obtained  the  accession  of  income  *he  required,  by  the  in- 
fluence be  enioyed  in  the  situation  he  occupied. 

"  It  is  unnecessary  to  dwell  longer  on  this  part  of  the 
•subject:  we  charge  against  him  thes^e  articles,  and  we 
say,  that  he  permitted  Mr.  Trotter  to  commit  these  acts, 
that  he  promoted  their  commission,  and  that  the  culpa- 
bility rests  upon  him  in  the  satpe  degree,  as  if  he  himself 
bad  been  the  sole  instcument. 

"  We  next  charge  upon  Lord  Melville,  that  he  parti- 
cipated in  the  profits  made  by  Mr.  Trotter  by  this  misap- 
plication of  the  public  monies. 

"  But,  in  the  variety  of  objects  to  which  my  present 
duty  calls  my  attention,  one  thing  I  have  forgotten ;  and 
the  recoHection  of  this,  will  lead  me  to  another  item  of 
10,0001.  and  this  is  particularly  referred  to  in  the  fifth 
article  of  impeachment.  This  sum  ^ is  a  part  of  the 
40,0001.  the  misapplication  of  which  has  been  made  a 
matter  of  notoriety  by  a  course  I  have  stated  On  this 
subject  we  have  the  confession  of  Lord  Melville  to  a  cer-* 
tain  Extent  before  the  whole  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
shall  endeavour  to  shew  to  what  purpose  he  devoted  it ; 
and  if  he  be  silent,  let  his  silence  convict  him.  If  I  am 
correct  in  what  I  lay  before  you,  he  is  an  unfaithful  ser- 
vant of  the  public,  and  of  him  an  example  ought  to  be 
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mada  for  the  instruction  of  those  who  ^fffatme  shall  re- 
ceive confidence  in  such  BituttiOBe. 

^^  We  now  come  to  that  part  of  the  history  of  the  Na- 
ry Pay  Office,  in  which  a  person  of  the  name  of  Jellicoe 
was  employed.  I  cannot  bririg  Mr.  Jellicoe  before  yon, 
^ut  we  must  cesort  to  some  other  mode  of  proof,  which  I 
)i€^pe  will  be  equally  satisfactory  r  unfortunately,  this  gen- 
tleman had  dealings  with  the  public  money,  a  deficiency 
arose,  which  he  was  not  able  to  make  good,  and  he  died 
of  a  broken  beari.  And  here,  let  me  observe,  that  all 
prosecutions  of  this  sort  are  instituted  fbjr  the  general  be- 
nefit, and  not  with  the  view  oi  harassing  any  private  in- 
dividual. ~  All.punisliment  is  inflicted  for  the  sake. of  ex- 
aanple,  and  not  for  the  fturpose  of  personal  vengeance. 
It  is  the  morals  of  a  country,  which  in  all  these  enquiries 
we  ought  to  regard,  and  it  is  to  this,  wbicli  every  ho- 
nourable prosecutor  onght  to  look^  and  this,  every  im- 
partial court  will  respect. 

*^  If  I  could  employ  the  voice  of  an  angjel,  and  render 
it  audible  to  the  remotest  corners  of  the  earth,  I  would 
caution  every  frieud  of  virtue,  before  he  acceptp  of  any 
great  public  engagement,  I  would  shew  him,  that  the 
teqopta^ions  are  great,  and  I  would  invite  him  to  attend 
fo  the  punishment  which  would  be  the  eonsequence  of 
misconduct.  Mr.  Jellicoe,  a  respectable  member  of  so- 
ciety, was  brought  to  a  premature  grave  by  these  tempta- 
tions. Otiiers  have  been  constrained  to.  submit  to  the 
;Bame  fate,  and  all  the  advantages  Mr.  Trotter  has  de-' 
rived,  cannot  repay  him  for  the  misery  of  his  present  si- 
tuation, and  for  the  wretchedness  lie  must  feel  for  the 
condition  of  his  friend.  Look  at  Lord  Melville,  look 
to  the  degradation  to  which  he  is  descended,  after  hav- 
ing filled  the  first  offices  of  the  state.  With  these  in- 
stances before  me,  I  would  say  to  the  friend  of  my  bosom, 
^  As  you  would  avoid  the  lowest  depths  of  horror^  touch 
not  the  public  money.'  » 

**  We  charge  Mr.  Trotter,  the  agent  of  Lord  Melville, 
with  having  made  advantage  of  the  public  money;  and 
^Ir.  Trotter  will  himself  tell  you,  that  he  did  so.  We 
shall  shew  you,  that  this  person  made  large  advances 
without  receiving  aiiy  interest  from  Lord  Melville. 

'^  A  difficulty  in  this  case  arose  from  a  singular  cir- 
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ciimstance.  We  have  had  laid  before  us,  an  )Biccount  kept 
for  the  very  purpose  of  preventiug  discovery,  and  which 
the  noble  defendant  himself  said,  it  was  impossible  to  un* 
ravel.  It  is  true,  that  it  was  a  difficulty,  but  I  deny  that 
it  is  so  now,  the  whole  account  is  made  perfectly  clear; 
we  shall  explain  to  you  the  commeheemcnt  ot*  it ;  we 
shall  conduct  you  to  the  close ;  and  it  will  be  seet)  to  be 
as  conspicuous  as  the  noon-day  sun. 

•*  Lord  Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter  had  thirteen  ac- 
counts between  them,  nine  of  which  may  be  properly  con- 
sidered*  as  Lord  Melville  s  own  accounts.  Six  of  these 
were  in  the  names  of  fublic  characters,'  and  tln'ee  of  them 
in  the  names  of  private  persons.  All  these,  my  Lords, 
we  have  successfully  endeavoured  to  unravel.  Mr. 
Trotter  will  tell  you,  that  he  had  a  mixed  fund,  and  tlmt 
he  madie  advantage  of  this  actounr.  Further,  we  shall 
shew  you,  that  to  prevent  discovery,  the  books. and  pa- 
pers were  destroyed.  This  is  the  charge  we  make,  and 
this  charge  we  undertake  to  support  Mr.  Trotter  kept 
an  account  ieui^rent  with  Lord  Melville  in  A.  book;  this 
account  %fas  copied  out  periodically,  and  was  delivered 
to  the  noble  defendant  with  another,  which  we  shall  pro- 
duce. Lord  Melville,  after  inspecting  this  account, 
signed  the  dnplrcate,  one  of  tlie  accounts  he  himself  re- 
tained, the  other  was  given  to  Mr.  Trotter.  The  book' 
itself  is  destroyed,  altboogli  it  contained  various  other*' 
acco^unts;  and  I  assert,  that  it  was  destroyed  for  the 
purpose  of  concealment.  One  of  tlie  books  Mr.  Trot- 
ter happened  to  have  lost  before  this  [i^neral  destruction 
of  the  books  and  papers :  fortunately,  this  hii9  been 
since  found,  and  to  the  extent  I  have  at  present  carried 
it,  will  confirm  Mn.  Ti'ottefs  evidence. 

**  It  will  be  scarcely  credited,  that  an  agreement  Ex- 
ists, which  was  made  between  Mr.  Trotter  6nd  Lord 
Mdtille,  two  public  officers,  reciting,  that  they  had  mu- 
tually destroyed  all  accounts  and  vouchers,  staling  the 
different  items  and  articles  of  the  public  accounts.  This 
is  a  contract  of  a  nature,  which  you,  learned  in  the  law, 
hate  perhaps  never  hdard  of;  and  which  will  excite  the 
surprisse  of  all  the  unlearned  'm  the  science  of  legisla- 
tion. Tliere  fSiUO  example,  ^  (Precedent  to  be  found  of 
rfuch'  an  act :  $md  it  appeAt^  still  more  astonisskmg  and 
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unaccKnintable,  *  when  we  reflect  on  the  time  when  it  was^ 
committed.  It  was  done,  my  Lords^  at  the  period  when 
the  Commissioners  of  Naval  Enquiry  were  investigating 
the  national  accounts  :  between  the  time,  my  Lords,  of 
tlie'  accounts  being  demanded,  and  the  answer  being 
given  to  the  application  for  them. 

Mr.  Trotter  is  stated  to  be  a  debtor  to  Lord  Melville 
in  the  sum  of  between  14,000/.  and  15,000/.  ;  and  no 
explanation  is  given  of  the  items  from  which  this  ba- 
lance is  taken.  Here  is  a  man  entrusted  with  one  hun- 
dred and  thirty  millions  of  money,  aiid  at  last  an  unex- 
plained balance 'bf  1,400/,  is  said  to  exist  between  two 
public  officers,  and  the  question  with  the  nation  is  sup- 
posed to  be  capable  of  being  adjusted  with  all  this  faci- 
lity. What  do  they  say?  Whereas  for  several  years 
past,  there  have  been  sundry  accounts,  the  balance  of 
which  has  been  lately  adjusted,  and  agreed  upon  be- 
tween us,  both  parties  are  perfectly  satisfied,  and  do  ap- 
prove of  and  ratify  the  same  ;  and  in  consequence  of  this 
agreementj  they  have  mutually  given  up  certain  papers, 
and  agree  to  destroy,  and  considev  of  none  effect  all  the 
rest. 

**  This  release  then  proves  one  part  ofthe  serioos 
charge,  that  documents  and  papers  ^vcre  destroyed,  and 
that  they  could  not  be  so  destroyed  for  any  fair  purpose.* 
The  inference  is  nec^sary  and  unavoidable." 

After  some  further  general  remark  on  the  evidejice, 
the  honourable  manager  continued. 

''  In  one  of  the  intervie^vs  with  Lord  Melville,  this 
person  being  one  of  the  great  officers  of  state,  and  one> 
of  the  most  active  membei's  of  administration,  he  said  to 
Mr.  Trotter,  that  it  was  highly  probable  India  Stock 
would  rise,  and  that  therefore  be  should  be  glad  to  pro- 
cure this  Stock. 

"  Mr.  Trotter  understood  a  little  more  perhaps  tbafn 
Lord  Melville  intended ;  and  he  said,  *  I  will  tell  you 
the  means  by  which- you  may  possess  yourself  of  a  cer- 
tain quantity:  tb^re  are  long  balances  of  the  public: 
money,  you  may  supply  yourself  with  these  soms  for 
such  a  purchase."  Upon  this,  Lord  Melville  expressing 
some  indignation,  said,  ^  he  would  not  apply  the  public 
money  in  that  way.'    Was  not  this  the  moment  for  Lord 
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MelittHe  to  say,  ^  Whak  balances  arc  th«se  ?  These  ought 
to  be  brought  to  accomnc'  But  not  a  word  of  this  kind 
did  he  utter« 

"  Afterwards  Mr,  Trotter  begin  to  reflect  on  the  im- 
prudence of  such  a  proposition^  and  he  told  Lord  Mel« 
ville  that  he  had  a  relation  who  could  give  security  (of 
such  purchases.  The  noble  defendant  agreed  that  (his 
should  be  done  without  one  syllable  about  public  faptan« 
ces.  Subsequently  Mr.  Trotter  inforn>ed  him  of  several, 
purchases  which  at  last  were  carried  to  the  extent  of 
lS,500l.  To  establish  these  purchases  we  shall  adduce 
evidence  from  the  best  authority.  And  after  they  were 
effected  Lord  Melville  conferred  with  Mr.  Trotter  upon 
the  subject. 

**  But  who  was  this  friend  ?  Mr.  Trotter  went  to  a 

person  of  the  ndme  of  Lind,  and  asked  him  to  purchase 

rtdck  for  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy.     This  person  said 

he  had  no  money,  and  Mr.  IVotter  actually  lent  him  the 

public  money,  in  order  that  he  might  make  a  second 

loan  tQ  Lord  Melville  to  purchase  the  stock.     Mr.  Trot^ 

ter  will  acquaint  you,  that  he  never  told  the  name  of  the 

man  to  Lord  Melville,  and  that  no  security  was  given. 

The  dividends  were  received   by  Mr.  Trotter,  first  in 

Lind's  Dame,  then  in  his^  own,  then  in  Messrs.  Coutts, 

and  all   the  dividends  by   whomsoever  received,  were 

carried  to  Lord  Melville's  account  by  Mr.  Trotter.    Some 

time  posterior  to  this,  India  Stock  rose  ten  per  cent :  it 

will  be  seen,  that  Lord  Melville  profited  extremely  by 

the  speculation,  that  he  had  a  perfect  knowledge  of  the 

transaction.    In  the  whole,  the  cost  of  the  India  Stock 

amounted  to  2S,OO0l.  including  all  the  progressive  pur* 

chases ;  then  it  was  reduced  to  20,0001.  by  payment  of 

the  m»ble  defendant,  or  by  some  other  .means  and  he 

paying  from  this  source,  I  contend  he  must  know  the 

nature  of  the  triinsaclton. 

"  3ut  leaving  this  subject  for  the  present,  I  now  come 
to>lhat  part  of  the  charge,  in  which  we  say  he  took  to  his 
own  use  20,0001,  or  tli^reaboMts  without  intere>t,  the 
sum  so  drawn,  being  public  money.  You  will^  recol* 
lect  my  Lords,  that  1  hare  already  mentioned  an  item  of 
1D,6001.  This  was  a  sum  in  the  chest  account,  and  was 
the  first  particular  there  stated.  Be  pleased  to  retain 
this  on  your  recollection^  and  ta  rememt>er  at  the  same 
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tltmi  vffhMllht  mb\e  dtfenduA  hm  asscite^c  thai:  &e 
HeHf^r  allied  any  pcmioik  0f  the  {uifaHc  moDey  ibr  the 
purpose  of  his -own  emolunient.  The  amotmt  tie  has 
aek^nmfieAgt^  tfi^hove  recetwe<i,.aod  it  ^'ili  be  oiaAiff^t, 
tlial/jit^Kasipoid  iich  iotenest  w<iiatev«r  faths  exnplt^- 

^  This  iiion  chest  account,,  and  (the  aAmial  account 
we^e Jioih.  feid  befbre  hajEn,^  and  hz  knew  they:  containrcl 
pi^bJk.  money  advanced  fo«  Ud  uaci  Itl  wouid  be  rrnposr 
sible  for  Lord  Melville  tv  deay  tjbat  tjus  taias  pisblic  ino«-. 
ney^  m  to  deny  tha^.ic  was  tbtM  af^Imd  b>  his  atriii  ex-* 
clu$we;  advantage*  The  matters  wene  eastljfr  transacted 
between  Loitd  Melv^iOe'  and  Ms . TroKen ;.  urrbaieser  de* 
niands  the  former  made  the  latter  immediatel)r  cooiplied 
withy  and  the  a<rcbii£tof  thesraf&irs  wasdrHveied  pe» 
riodicaMiy  ati.the  endofeacbryeaiu  * 

Bui  m  whaHev^r  dcui*^  this  most  scrniniiToiiis.  may  be 
dl&posed  to  indulge,  there  waa  a^  paelicufiflit  sum,,  mhich  . 
pajssed  fr^R9  otoe  ^^s^ount  to  tjce  other,.  wh'ud))chrars;awaf 
all  obsquirlty,  and  makes,  the  1:00 vicldon  bresisiibley  tkat ' 
Loi'd  MelyiUe  itmsthatve  been  acqiuariDted  with  tibis^mi^ 
apjalicaiioft  oi  the^  fonds  of  tJne  atlate^    I  aLUtde^  iRf 
Ijord^^  tQ  a  speculation^  in  what  waa  called  the  Loy»by 
LoaA.,   You.  well  knowv.tb?t  it  was  cxpededthat  aU  peis« 
SQns  connected  with  the  adminifitcalioa  of  go«erncaesuv 
sbxMJvld  sttbacnibe  to  this  Icaisv  2^  t^^'d  Mdviila  puc 
down  hh  naaie  for  ]iQ,QO(lIL      Haw  wasi  diia  to  be  pasd  ? 
TUe  pay oMatsk  were  aJl  made  bjr  Mr.  Trotter,,  and  evevy 
iiUFthiflg  wa&  dischairgedout  ofthe  puAilic  mooies" 
^  *'  Sabset^uefillyv  Mn  Tratter  £ceKn^.  seme  .af>pcehe9K 
slonsfram' therappearanceof  tiUb  sum.ia  his  prEvat&ac* 
Count  with  Lord  Mchrilie^  tussfersed  ii  to  thei  chest ac« 
count,,  aiid  oi  thia  fact,  his  Lordshifi  was  dist'mctif  in*« 
fonqped  by  direct  and  pottbive/a^jsertion.    Besides,  tbiv 
it  was  in  black  and  white  before. biia,  and  bo  iinceptain- 
nr  cottid  rembiQCM)  his  mind*     The  object  of  this  trans- 
fer wa<}.  to  secujre  Mv.  Trotter  .irooa  the  respoosibilitje 
to  which  he  wa&.exposdng  hknself  by.  thk  icansactioiK 
A!tliaugkr>  my  Li>rds,  the  banks  and  papeis  awe  bunoi 
and  de2>troyed^  yen  I  tbtBk  I  can  shew  maoy  •£  these  in* 
terchaf)ges»  a&  cleariy  as  if  i  could  prodisce  iihe  a^ceonts^ 
tbfim«elYes* 
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*'  To  revert  nowto  tfw  Eart  f  n^ia  Srock.  The  profit  at- 
tending tins  speculation  was  not  mconsidefable,  and  (h6 
podisce  vras  paid  into  Lord  Melville's  partlcutar  account, 
where  it  gneatiy  exceeded 'the  intenest  on  the  loan  ttiade 
•fcr  the  purchase.  This  is  only  a  continaatlon  df  a  pri- 
vate accouat  nvhich  was  begun  by  Mr.  Douglas,  in  the 
office. 

**  Inow  come  to  the  lart  eccowrt,  which  is  called  the 
iGcount  current,  between  Lord  Melville  and  Mr.  Trot- 
ter. This  account  was  intemled  to  comprise  all  the 
items  of  account  between  them  excepting  some  particu- 
kramoafits,  and  atuong  these  the  10,0001.  for  the  Loy- 
alty Loaii,  which  was  transferred  in  the  matiner  I  h^ve 
jttst  explained.    . 

^  (Before  I  speak  to  this  accoutit,  your  'Lordships  may 
be  disposed  3to  enquire  who*this  M%".  Trotter  was,  who 
was  reserved  for  such  extensive  concerns  with  the  ndble 
defendant  ■?  Mr.  Trotter  was  not  athis first  ititroduetion 
into  life  in  the  Kavy  Office.  Before  he  appeared  there, 
he  had  attempted  to  set  up  in  a  little  way  of  business  as 
aiiavy  agent.  When  he  came  'to  the  office,  he  had  a 
SDiaii  safaxy,  varymg  from  601.  to  lOOl.  a  year,  and  his 
priv^e  ibrtunre  wai,  ndthiiig.  Lord  Melyilte  corrects 
])r 'knew  such  ixras  bia  situatidn  ;  and  y^t,  soon  after  he 
eotensd  the  office,  his  Jjordshrp  borrowed  immense  sums 
if  mowkji  which  it  was  impossible  this  dependant  of 
efficeoouid  supply  from  his  own  resources. 

•*isfit  then  to  fee  contended  with  «ny  decency,  that 
Lord  Melville  was  wholly  ignorant  that  the  advan^s 
made  to  him  were  from  the  public  money  ? 

"  Among  the  perplexed  accounts  produced  on  these 
iflah-s,  we  do  find,  that  not  only  trrfiing  sums  were  paid 
in  this  way,  to  Lord  Melviiley  but  amounts  to  the  reach 
of  dOOOl.  at  the  early  part  of  this  history  to  which  i  have 
referrdd. 

•*  Must  not Loid  Melville  have  been  completely  aware, 
that  the  means  and  condition*  of  Mr.  Trotter  could  in  no 
way  enable  him  to  supply  such  large  sums,  iivlthoot 
ehargfi^  interest  for  the  loan ;  if,  indeed,  it  could  be  for  a 
moment  supposed,  that  the  icredit  of  this  obscure  rndivi* 
doal  in  the  market  could  raise  \hc  money  ? 

tM  ^'Then, 


36 

*•  Then,  tbere  wis  a  bend  of  which  you  will  hear,  for 
4,0001. ;  and  ihis  bond  was  dcstrbyed.  What  did  thift 
bond  carry  on  the  face  of  it  ?  The  bond  itself  expressed^ 
that  the  money  lent  upon  it  was  public  money.  Why 
did  you  cancel  it?  *  Because,'  says  Mr.  Trotter,  *  I 
thought  It  was  i  proper  compliment  to  the  treasurer  of 
the  navy/ 

"  What  can  they  mean  by  these  proper  compliments? 
Is  there  any  thing  like  fairness  in  such  transactions? 
Will  any  man  be  &uch  a  driveller  tfs  to  suppose  that  these  . 
compliments  were  paid  for  nothing? 

•'  VVe  learn  that  this  sum  was  iwt  taken  out  of  private 
money :  it  was  extracted  out  of  an  unmijced  fund  of  pub- 
lic money,  in  the  form  of  exchequer  bills.  This  account 
contained  also  various  sums,  amounting  in  the  whole  to 
22,0001.,  for  which  Lord  Melville  was  a  debtor  to  Mr. 
Trotter. 

"  Notwithstanding:  the  want  of  recollection  assumed 
pn  very  numerous  occasions,  it  will  astonish  the  public 
to  learn,  how  accurately  the  memory  of  these  persons  has 
served  them,  almost  to  a  fraction  in  particular  instances.  • 
*•  Be  this  as  it  may,  to  this  account  was^  carried  gene- 
rally, all  sunis  received  for  Lord  Melville,  and  ataong 
these,  'were  different  amounts  received  from  Scotland,  and 
the  sums  remitted  from  Melville  C!astle^  and  the  salaries 
of  the  defendant  from  the  several  employments  he  held 
under  the  state.     It  is  true,  that  the  separate  interests 
were  branched  out  into  various  accounts,  btit  to  what- 
ever ranxification  they  extended,  they  werealT  ultitoiately 
referred  to  the  two  accounts  I  have  named  ;  either  the 
iion-chest  account,  or  the  account  current,  to  which  I  am 
now  immediately  referring.     Some  receipts  indeed  did 
not  come  into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Trotter,  and  never  ap* 
peared  in  these  accounts:  thus.  Lord  Melville  was  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Control,  and  the  emolumehts  for 
this  duty  were  received  by  others:  he  was  Keeper  of  the 
Signet,  and  his  income  from  this  source  was  received  by 
^'ir.  Dundas  at  t>linburgh. 

'"  la)rd  Melville  subsequently  resigned  his  Treasurer* 
€hip,  and  it  became  a  matter  of  great  moment  to  Mr. 
Trotter,  tp  make  up  his  d^6ciences  to  the  public,  which 
we  can  prove  at  that  time  to.be^'iO,OOOl. 

"  I  have 


• '  J  have  not  tune  to  dwell  upon  the  patticular  jtems  of 
Ibts  account/i  but  it  will  be  seeA^  there  w^r^  difierecU 
amouDis  i^ent  40  ScQjtland ;  tliiere  y>aB  a  heritabJe  bpnd« 
and  various  other  cau^s  of  disburse :  ,and  the  supplie$ 
lor  these  were  formed  in  a:fund,  for  which  Lord  Melville 
paid  no  wtere^^  and  for  vtfhich  he  gave  no  security, 

"  What  was  the  result  with  respect  to  the  great  deficit 
I  have  adverted  to?  Mr;  Trotter  paid  in  all  the  sums 
which  WW  due.  to  the  public,  excepting  the  ai^punt  at 
that  time  in  tb/e  possession  of  Lord  MelyiUe.  .  I3y  thie 
year  1800,  Mr.  Trotter  had  made  up  the  whole  ^f  his 
balance,  and  the  entire  deficiency  was  pccasipned  by  the 
amounts  taken  up  by  the  defendant.  In  this  sitMatiof^ 
Mr.  Trotter  told  Lord  Melville,  tha^t  ,as  he  wps  going  014c 
of  office,  it  was  necessary*  as,  no  doubt,  it  .was,  that  the 
diflferences  should  .he  made  good*  ,  Ue  sl)pwed  to  Xord 
Melville  the  chest  account,  and  the  account  currepl^  ^^« 
ling  :  the  defendant^  that  1^  must  ^  not  pnly  ma^e  up  the 
one^  but  the  other^  an4  the  (Lefici^pcy  a^  s^tec}  to  j>e 
S3Q,00Ol,    ,How  was.fittobeprpyidedfpr? 

*•  AU  the  stpqk.in  Lord  Ajelvijle's  name  was  to  \i^ 
sold,  excepting^  a  pai;ti€jilar|y  fjivoured  p^rceV  ^n^  the 

stock  was  sold* 

^'  What  was thii  favoured  adventure?  It  consisted  of 
13»5Q0l  India  stock,  which  had  be^n'knt  without  inte- 
rest. The  culprit  was .  then  found  ;  he  cqujd  not  owe 
the  money  to  Mr.  Trotter  uhimatelyi  because  a  lien  was 
preaerved  on  this  Indi^  stock.  To  whom  was  it  pledged? 
Apparently  to  Tfottjer  and  his  firiend.  What,  make  the 
stock  carry. double  ?  No,  it  was  for  Trotter  only. 

^*  From  th^se  sources,  no  inconsiderable  sum  was  pro* 
cured  ;.and  56,0001.  more  was  derived  from  the  interven. 
tion  of  a. noble  person  whom  every  one  will  mentiou  af 
all  times  with  peculiar  respect.*" 

'VBut  who  took  po$s9ssion  nominally  of  this  stock? 
It  was  Mr.  Mark  Sprott.  For  whom  did  he  take  it  ? 
Mr.  Trotter  himself:  and  firom  this  negociation  arose 
part  of  the  funds  to  be  supplied.  The  produce  of  this 
was  32,7001.  1  think,  and  was  paid  by  Trotter  into  Lord 
Melville's  account.  The  excess,  or  profit  on  the  In4ia 
stock,  which  India  stock  was  bought  Mrith  the  public^ 
mooey^  and  the  dividends  on  which  were  regularly  car- 
ried 
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ifed  Td  hbtd  MetvUtef' s  tvodir,  t^moStiited  a  pant  df  the 
fund  tb  make  u{^  nhe.  defficiaDcy  «if  Loni  MekiHe.  aail 
«ve  &re'fM>w^o  I*  grffv^fy  told,  t)Mt»he  made  4)9' ad^ron* 

''  i  4i£KVie  «aid  the  oiher  s«ocks  we»t  vM.  THef 
ampuDted  'to  4  2,^001.,  atiti  y^t  th^  %\xm  ^r^mcsi  m^s  mot 
Mjitfiitieit.  Ii(!>dk4ng  F€idfid,  dnd  wiriitin|[  bmneif  of  all 
hiis  ibx^di^rits,  it^as  not  stifBciMI,  and  in  ibrs  dif&aiihy> 
ht  iip\>\veA  tb  Misssrs  O>oti«,  '4ki^4  Ihty  iidvan0»i  to/hioi 
iij9dn  security  their  baling  bilfefer  13,00dl. 

/^  Thri-surti  ^as  ipafd  imo  flifc  Sairi^;  Uft  ktiow  Che 
cMk  xv4^  p4ld  ft;  and  we  k^tv  tbatiiie'SUiii  wasKiMWO 
hy  E;f#a  Melville  out  of  Messrs  ConttB^  hottse.  If  he 
were  tidt  a  debfcirto  fhe  piibKc,  for  what  pifrpD(9e  did  ^he 
rrtake  f  Ms  jiaf  ment  ?  Is  this  mystery  to  be  hnpanetvaible  f 
Afe^e^te  thftik  that  this  defefidaEVft  ^Wouii  wafee  a  pre^ 
serftfo'^h^  ^tibfic'^f  iS,<)o6l;  ^rAfd^t>ai)3hre<}tfficuliiesbf 
bts  sitd^tleti  ?  i  i&m  isixre,  ^m  'my  <t i«w^  his  ^condisyty 
he  \t6uld  iwt  have  so  dime.         i 

"  But,  my  lordfr,  after  harmg  pM%II*lhe^  Mtheets  m  mo- 
fito;  hedid  nfoft'arrtve  dt^be  pofilc4ie ^reposed,  be  icotild 
not  make  ^p  hil5  balaviee.  lfe^i!^At-(o  a  gemlam^n  ttx 
this  extremity  to  whom  he  had  lent  money,  and  ceaifl  tn 
hfra,  *ih  l?«fi^Iaee©inmfodtei*dyou,y<iu»flWJist'rww<reruni 
the  obltgatidtt/  This  pewon 'complied,  «tid  &|S50l.  was 
(he  sum  pfoeun^d.  -He  drew  out  the  el^aKStram^iisqui^te 
to  ttiafee  up  the 'balanxMe. 

'"  Wliat  a  farce  and  tnockevy  is  k  to  prcftewd,  after 
these  transactions,  that  he  dixl  not  av^ail  Mmself  ef 'thfe 
public  mone^,  ^whidh  was>cpnfided  ro4ifi^an'his:^flic«at 
situarion!  Then  an  excuse  was  invented,  and  it  -was 
said  that  be  did  not  know  M'here  to  pay  the  money. 
Where  did  liord  "^Ghatham  leave  hisbalan^s?  Where 
did  others?  He,  and  they  paid  them  iiito  the 'Bank:  and 
rtll  this  circuity  wzs  like  the  rest,  to  mask  the  transaistion^ 
and  to  make  that  appear  as  just^and  fair,  which  was  iieU 
ther  just  nor  fair. 

"  We  shall  now  bring  this  irtvesti^atioo  to  appoint. 
From  the  evidente  to  which  1  have  referred,  you  wiH 
plainiy  -see,  ttiy  ^ords,  how  the  whole  of  this  complicated 
business  orig'rnated  in  trifles,  until  ic  was  thus  widely  ex» 
pauded- 
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^  We  isftfti  tile  nobte  lord  bcctip^bg^  this  brcnd  gRmntl  j; 
vrr  hatr  hM»  beibre"  w,  and  t  sa^r,  he  will  be  convido^d 
of  lfac«a  oflFencetf.  f'cMMnd^  that  these  tremacrioni 
vrtre  known  to  be  unjust  aivd  diAonourable^  dusiiag  thtf 
v^MxIe  time  tbdit  they  were  i a  tbeif  progerss..  tioJi  only 
the  defiiiuhin^  knew  it».  bat  att  the  persons  concerned  in 
lhj&  nMbi&riausi  faiisineds;  jzet  tbeyi  dav&d  nob  to  reveal 
wliat  they  had  discovered. 

"^  Couid  Lord  MelviHe  thifik  tkat  Mr.  Tuottvi  had 
stoient  the  moBisy^  or  did  he  suppose  that  he  could  oomn 
jire  up'goki  at  his  p&asuM^ile  must  have  a|yplied  (on 
these  sufttfi  knowing  that  (hey  wrere  takea  from  the  cheafiy 
and  the  otlice  resoorce^  of  office. 

**  My  JonAf,  we  shaJl  too  palpabty  show  lfhe»  eoocem 
IjDtJ^  Melville  had  ia^  thesr  af£»iK»,  and  we  ^haii^success^j 
k\bf  penenratc  through  tliie^  gfkiom  paacposeif  diftWed 
aftaod'  m..  We  deny  tbatt  \rc  eome  heire  with  any  nan 
li^ant  d€6igi9$y  and  we  confklently  assert,  >ii  the  naiire 
e£  the  CommMs  of  mitgiand)  that  we  apiproech  tbia 
aogaat  rribybal  ttv  the^  {fenuuie  spiriir  of  tr utte  aod'juBt'Kr^ 
We  do  act,  oa  thii  occ^fon^  my^  kyfds,  present  hielbra^ 
you  a  dis^iiiigf  cmopact  «f  nnaIevoi€}nce  and  parr^^r; 
triamphin^  xw^tt  iisnoceificeapui  debility ;  the  }uMccf  o£ 
our  cause  hMptaced  a<s  far  above*  sudv  on'  im<patatibnu 
Wjlh  respect  to  pbwef;  w4i8l  )s>  the -object  ?  I&»t  to  opi^' 
ppfss  an  unfo^tufnate  iitdivrdua)  whoi  has  mov^cd  sit  tho^« 
obscuve  cifche  of  life,  andfrMn  the  aveaaaess  of  hrs  sitata^- 
tioif  is  aakaowa  to  fhe»  aoj^tMt  ajemberb  of  thi»$olea»ri 
tri&afnat?  Whacevev  the  defendant  be  iyow,  he  was  a  man* 
i&the  plenitude' of  power;  be  htMt  some' c^fthe^  highest  offi*- 
ced^  of  tbe-state ;  he  wae  geea  b^kMg[  in- th«: sun-shitto^  of 
royal  ferMF"}  he  waa  strong' in  hfS'OWil  enei^gios;  and  ho < 
haul  a  fi>iend,  lay  Ibwddi  in  on«  of  the  aaosl  aible  mipiiteir^; 
thai  evev  eaiited  i»  this  or  \i*  ^  other  c^oamty.  Whae 
is.il  tba«  NMstreiMrkafbly  (Ksfingoi&heitKe  power  oltKis 
ex-tninister?  Every  body  wa9  acquaMi ted  with  his*  aofa- 
rious  condtiet^  atui  yat  the:  vutaMr  was  nor  heard  inf  fhe 
screets^  Ms  exarbttani  power  ^tetmid-  tiMe  voice  ^i  fVufh. 
Sid  I  say  ha  had  »  fnendf  m  an  tmtnmt  statas<flai^^  Me 
baa  luvw  'frieada'  aunicraaa  aa4  Oipiiteof  aniavig'  yow 
]acdshipe,  fhom  the  sources  of  the  Ganges^tft  tile  esttraniily 

of  the  OrkMye  he  is  toowiv  #1  the^  warl<^  and;  haifiieadek 
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in  erery  Tcgibn  of  the  land,  Tlicre  was  hardly  a  ship 
from  the  torrid  zone^  of  the  East,  which  did  not  waft 
friends  warm  as  the  region  (roni  which  they  emanated^ 
to  this  favourite  child  oi  povirer, 

"  Such  is  the  situation  of  the  noble  defendant' before 
you:  but  what  were  the  extraordinary  circumstances 
which  bore  down  ali  obstruction,  and  led  to  the  detection 
of  his  misconduct  ? ' 

**  To  satisfy  tliis  enquiry,  we  mast  now  t^im  our  ^fen* 
tion  to  that  man  who  selected  the  immortal  Nelson  from 
among  the  hosts  he  commaaded,  and  who  sent  him  to 
the  Nile  to  display  the  gloryW  the  British  arms  before 
the  ancient  theatre  of  Roman  greatness — that  man^  my 
lords,  who  has  now  unfurled  the  British  banners,  and  is 
either  engaged  m  defying  the  enemies  of  England,  in 
their  own  ports,  or,  if  they  venture  to  approach  him,  is 
hurling  destruction  among  them.  Tliat  man,  my  lords, 
was  appointed  to  the  most  dignified  offices  which  the 
crown  of  Britain  has  to  confer  dai  its  ^ithful  and  intelli- 
gent subjects.  What  did  this  gallant  admiral,  when  thus 
advanced  to  civif  honours^  propose  to  effect?  He  said, 
'  While  I  am  iii  power,  I  wtil  endeavour  to  deprive  it  of 
some  of  the  evils,  of  some  of  the  immoral  tendencies* 
with  which  it  is  accompanied/  My  lords,  you  all  know 
that  under  the  influence  of  this  disposition  he  set  on  fbof 
an  enquiry  of  great  importance  to  the  well-being  of  the 
state,  which  was  sanctioned  by  legislative  provisions. 
These  parliamentary  regulations  brotight  forward  a  set  of 
men,  wIk>  fulfilled  the  duty  they  had  undertaken  witlr 
integrity  and  honour:  they  laid  the  prominent  facts  be* 
fore  us^  we  took  them  up  as  they  left  them ;  and  we 
have  now  brought  them  hither  to  submit  th(em  to  your  ip^ 
spection.  And  although  the  notoriety  of  these  things  bo 
abundantly  established,  we  are  not  here  to  content  our* 
selves  with  notoriety,  we  are  to  rest  wholly  on  the  cha« 
racter  and  ^t^ength  of  the  evidence, 

'*  We  can  prove  that,  to  a  large  amount.  Lord  Melville 
has  misapplied  t^e  public  money.  What  then?  Lord 
Melville  is  not  rich  i  be- has  not  locked  up  in  his  coffers 
the  treasures  of  the  public:  he  is  not'attaiched' to  wealth 
for  the  sake  of  ai;comu)ation.  No,  'my  lords,  if  he  ]oVed 
money  merely  for  its  own  sake  he  wovM  be  a  mviqh  l^ss 
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dangerous  member  of  the  community.  Avarice  is  so  dis- 
gubting  in  itself,  that  every  one  hastens  from  the  presence 
of  the  individual  who  is  degraded  by  this  passion.  What 
was  the  temptation  which  influenced  the  mind  of  the  no- 
ble defendant  to  abandon  the  safe  path  of  duty?  Was  it 
the  love  of  pleasure  and  hospitality?  Was  it  to  acquire 
a  reputation  for  generosity  ?  Even  in  this  case,  in  what- 
ever prodigality  he  might  indulge,  to  promote  his  wishes 
the  effects  would  be  transient,  and  he  would  not  be  dan- 
gerous to  the  state.  But,  my  lords,  if  it  be  true  that  he 
employed  these  treasures  as  tne  instruments  of  collecting 
a  mass  of  power  to  shield  him  from  the  awful  demands 
of  justice,  to  protect  him  in  the  progress  of  his  crimes, 
this,  indeed,  would  be  a  'most  perilous  application  of 
the  wealth  which  was  entrusted  into  his  hands. 

"  My  lords,  when  we  consult  the  page  of  history,  wo 
read  of  many  unfortunate  persons  who  have  been  im« 
peached  for  the  same  pffence ;  but  not  often  with  the 
same  means  of  conviction  from  their  own  confession. 
In  the  days  of  an  illustrious  princess  appeared  Bacon^ 
who  was  acquainted  with  the  inmost  recesses  of  the 
human  heart:  who  knew  all  that  was  in  man;  the  vir* 
tues  by  which  he  might  be  ennobled,  and  the  vices  by 
which  he  might  be  dishonoured :  Bacon,  who  was  not 
only  the  glory  of  his  country,  but  who  commanded  uni- 
versal admiration :  this  distinguished  phenomenon  among 
his  species,  submitted  to  the  degrading  passion,  and  ob- 
tained money  by  the  most  disgraceful  means.  But,  my 
lords,  it  is  not  necessary  to  invite  your  attention  to  the 
characters  of  our  more  early  annals  j  the  present  inquiry 
affects  a  contemporary;  the  only  subject  before  you  is. 
Did  he  do  these  things,  and  are  the  charges  against  blm 
siippofted  by  competent  evidence?" 
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SECOND  DAY. 

WEDNESDAY,    At»RIL   SOtH* 

M.R.  Whitbrcad.  "  We  shall  now  proceed  to  the  evidence/' 
-  Mf.  Giles.  *•  The  first  evidence  before  your  Lordships  will 
.respoct  the  introductory  matter,  and  I  shall  begin  with  referring 
to  the  account  under  which  the  commissioners  of  public  accounts 
were  appointed.  Is  it  your  pleasure,  that  before  we  proceed,  this 
act  should  be  read  ? 

This  hot  being  deemed  necessary, 

Mr.  Giles  said,  "  I  shall  now  call  for  the  eighth  report,  which 
is  in  the  possession  of  Mr.  Withaok,  and  who  is  the  proper  officer 
m  identify  it; 

*     Mr.  George  Withrtm  sworn  and  txamintd  hy  Mr.^iies. 

Q.  In  what  situation  are  you  ? 

A.  I  am  clerk  of  the  Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
«  Q.  Have  you  brought  tvith  you  the  reports  of -the  commissioners  ofth^ 
^Uic  accounts  of  the  kingdom? 
,.  A<  I  have. 
.   Q.  Produce  the  third  and  eighth  reports. 

A.  They  are  here ;  the  original  reports. 

^    The  Lord  Cliahccllor.     '•  Would  you  have  the  whole  tead,  or 
only  a  part  of  them  ? 

Mr.  Gilesy   "  Only  an  extract  or  two  iimy  Lord.*' 
The  Lord  Chancellor.    ••  Let  the  counsel  for  Lord  Melville  say 
if  they  wish  to  have  the  whole  read  ?*' 

Mr.  Plomer.  '•  I  do  not  know»  my  Lord,  what  part  is  intend^ 
cd  to  be  read,  so  that  it  is  impossible  for  mc  to  determine." 

Mr.  Whitbrcad.  "  It  will  save  lime  perhaps,  my  Lord,  if  the 
whole  reports  he  read,  as  the  discussion  would  occasion  more  delay 
thati  the  perusaL 

1  he  Lord  Chancellor.  "  The  learned  counsel  fof  the  defiwi* 
dant  may  either  concur  or  dissent." 

Mr.  Rose  then  read  the  third  report  of  the  commissioners  for 
auditing  the  public  accounts  of  the  kingdom,  but  as  this  was 
merely  in  compliance  with  the  forms  required,  and  much  of  this 
report  was  wholly  irrelevant  to  the  business  before  the  Court,  wc 
sl>ali  only  give  the  foHnwing  extract : 

•*  It  appears  that  large  sums  of  money  were  constantly  in  the 
hands  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy ;  that  upon  his  quitting  office 
he  kept  possession  of  the  balance  with  which  he  was  at  that  time 
charged,  and  continued  to  makp  payments^  to  the  officers  and^aea- 
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men  of  the  fleet  upon  such  ships  books  as  were  opened  ihiring  hts 
treasurership,  and  on  such  assignments  as  might  be  directed  by  the 
fMw  boards  untit  his  accounts  were  finally  made  up ;  this  seMon 
took  place  till  many  years  afier  his  quitting  office,  and  ck^ringthat 
rime  he  had  the  use  of  the  pubiio  money  in  his  Itands.-  At  the 
time  of  making  that  report  there  were  five  £x>Treasurers ;  the 
sums  in  their  possession  amounted  to  one  hundred  and  four  thou* 
sand  four  hundred  and  five  pounds,  four  shillings,  and  sixpence 
halfpenny :  and  at  the  head  of  the  list  stood  a  de&ulter  in  theatoa 
of  twenty- seven  thousand  six  hundred  and  eleven  pounds,  six  shil- 
lings, and  five  pence  one  farthing,  whose  final  acroinvt  was  dstad 
solar  back  as  the  6th  of  April  1689— 6th  of  March  n&l." 

Mr.  Whitbread  now  proposed  to  read  a* citation  from  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  House  of  Commons,  of  the  'Tth  of  March  1181. 

Mr.  Rose,'  junior  clerk  of  the  House  of  Lords,  was  about  to 
read  from  the  Journals,  when  the  counsel  for  the  noble  defendant 
interposed. 

Mr.  Plomcr.  *•  My  Lord,  the  evidence  now  ofered  is  a  printed 
book.  I  have  no  objection,  if  the  original  be  sent  for,  that  sn  tlie 
mean  time  the  printed  journals  be  read. 

**  Your  Lordships  will  immediately  discern,  that  this  is  hot  lite 
best  evidence  the  nature  of  the  case  admits,  and  the  original  must 
be  produced.  I  am  at  a  loss  to  conjecture  from  what  motive  this 
secondary  evidciKC  should  be  offered  tp  you.  I  hope  you  will  net 
think  that  I  make  this  objection  whh  any  view  needlessly  to  oc-  « 
cupy  your  time  ;  but  it  is  right,  that  before  this  august  tribunal, 
every  stage  of  the  enquiry  should  be  conddcted  with  correctness; 
for  your  proceeding  on  thi<i  occasion  will  necessarily  form  a  prece- 
dent, when  the  fortunes,  the  reputation,  and  the  lives  of  indlviduais 
will  be  determined.** 

Mr.  Adam.  *'  According  to  the  doctrine  of  evidance  establish- 
ed in  the  courts,  these  printed  Journals  cannot  be  read  as  legal  ev** 
dence.  You  are  aware,  my  Lords,  that  in  ail  cases  the  best  ev  « 
dence  is  required,  and  this  is  not  resrimony  of  that  description,  inaf  • 
much  as  it  is  not  the  original  Journal,  but  a  transcript ;  and  you  are 
aware  that,  in  another  proceeding  with  which  you  are  famifar,  thjs 
'  species  of  evidence  is  never  given.  In  the  conraiictee  of  privileges, 
you  always  require  the  Journals  of  your  own  House  to  be  pro- 
duced ;  and  if  you  do  not  admit  this  evidence  in  a  matter  of  civil 
right,  as  a  title  of  honour,  you  will  not  think  it  wrong,  if  we  re- 
quire, in  a  penal  case,  that  the  original  Journals  should  be  brought, 
and  that  the  copies  should  not  be  deemed  sufficient." 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly.  **  We  conceive,  that  what  we  now  con- 
tend for  is,  rny  Lords,  a  rule  of  evidence  fully  established  and  set- 
tled upon  one  of  the  most  important  occasions  in  the  history  of 
criminal  jurisprudence;  I  mean  in  the  case  of  a  noble  person 
charged  with  High  Treason.  Upon  the  trial  of  Lord  George 
Qordon,  it  was  so  settled  in  the  King's  Bench,  and  it  has  been  ad- 
mitted in  all  future  times.     It  is  iK>t  of  consequence  with  regard 
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to  this  proof  that  these  printed  boolcs  should  be  read,  but  we  dc 
not  think  that  it  becomes  the  managers  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  change  the  nature  of  their  testimony,  when  they  offlsi*  compe< 
tent  evidence  before  your  Lordships." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  '*  I  do  not  know  that  there  was  an) 
deeision  of  the  court  on  this  subjecc  in  Lord  George  Gordon'^ 
triaL     This  sort  of  eridence  is  assented  to  by  the  counsel. " 

Sir  Samuel  Romilly.  **  We  are  so  anxious,  my  Lord,  that  nc 
delay  should  arise,  that  rather  than  argue  the  point  in  dispute,  wc 
vriW  send  for  the  original  Journals,  protesting,  however,  that  wc 
are  not  bound  to  produce  them." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  **  I  have  always  considered  you  must 
bave  the  original  of  documents^to  which  you  can  procure  access. 
and  which  are  removeable.  In  cases  where  you  have  not  theori- 
ginal,  you  are  required  to  have,  either  an  office  copy,  or  an  ex 
aminea  copy.  These  Journals,  if  an  examined  copy,  might  be 
eufficient." 

Mr.  Rose  read  a  short  extract  frotn  the  printed  Journals,  (be- 
ing an  examined  copy)  under  the  date  ofthe7thof  March,  1781. 

Mr.  Plomcr.  ••  It  appears  by  the  report  which  has  been  re- 
ferred to,  that  three  persons  as  representatives  of  the  Ex^Treasurei 
were  examined.  That  part  of  the  report  which  relates  to  them 
should  be  read ;  I  do  not  however  require  this  formality,  but  i 
ought  to  appear  upon  your  lordships*  minutes. 

.After  some  interlocutory  ^observations  between  Lords  Hawkes- 
bury,  Suffolk,  and  other  noble  lords, 

Mr.  Plomer  said,  **  The  only  passage  on  the  part  of  thedefenc< 
I  desire  to  be  read,  is  what  refers  to  the  Ex-Treasurer.  It  is  shor 
and  I  have  pointed  the  passages  out  to  the  clerk." 

Mr.  Giles.  **  The  managers  have  no  objection  to  have  it  read 
if  they  are  toi>e  permitted  at  a  future  time  to  read  another  part  ol 
the  Appendix  No.  3." 

Mr.  Rose  under  the  directions.of  the  court,  here  read  No.  16 
37,  18,  and.  19. 

No.  16  was  the  examination  of  the  Right  Honpiable  Earl  Tern 
pie  on  the  £d  of  November,  1780,  and  the  balance  in  his  hands,  a: 
representative  of  the  Right  Honorable  George  Grenville  wa< 
•tated  amounting  to  12,3601, 

No.  17,  gave  the  same  particulars  from  the  examination  q; 
Lord  Visconot  Harrington,  on  the  7ih  of  November,  1780. 

No.  iHf  was  the  examination  of  Lord  Viscount  Hawe>  for  th( 
same  purpose. 

No.  19,  was  the  examination  of  Sir  Gilbert  Elliot,  whose  ba- 
lance was  also  stated.         ' 

Mr.  Giles.  **  The  managers  now  propose  to  prove,  that  the 
report  of  the  Commissioners  was  taken  into  the  consideration  ol 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  for  this,  I  produce  the  Journals  ui^- 
der  the  date  of  the  19th  of  June   1782. 

Mr.  Rose  then  read  chpenrry  under  that  dat^: 

Resolved. 
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Resolved,  **  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  cominittec,  thak 
from  henceforward  the  Paymaster-General  of  his  Majesty's  Land 
Forces,  and  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  for  the  time  being,  shall 
not  apply  any  sum,  or  sums  of  money  imprested  to  them,  or  ei- 
ther of  them,  to  any  purpose  of  advantage  or  interest  to  themselves, 
either  directly  or  indirectly." 

Mr.  Giles.  *•  As  the  6th  report,  which  I  designed  next  to  be 
read,  is  not  yet  come,  I  will  now  produce  the  warrant  of  the  2  2d 
of  June,  1782,  under  which  Isaac  Barre  Esq.  was-appotnted  Trea- 
surer of  the  Navy." 

William  Pickhurm  swom^t  and  examined  by  Mr.  GileSm 

Q.  What  ntuation  do  you  at  present  hold  ? 
A.  I  am  a  clerk  in  the  Treasury. 
Q.  What  books  have  you  brought  with  you  ? 
A.  I  have  the  entry  of  the  warrants. 

Q.  Produce  tJie  entry  of  the  warrant  which  appointed  Mr,  Baii;6 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  on  the  22d  of  June,  1782  ? 

The  entry  being  exhibited^ 

Mr.  Giles  said,  **  I  propose  that  the  witness  should  read  that 
enny.'* 

Mr.  Plomer  rose  to  object.  **  My  Lords,  I  consider  this  im- 
proper evidence.  The  preamble  of  the  aiticle  states,  that  the  ap« 
pointment  is  by  warrrant  under  ihe  royal  sign  manual.  Now,'  in- 
stead of  producing  the  warrant,  they  nave  brought  a  book:  I  do 
iK)t  at  all  know  ivhat  the  book  is,  but  this  I  know,  that  it  will  not 
authenticate  the  warrant." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  ••  What  is  the  nature  of  the  entry, 
is  it  made  before  or  after  the  appointment  ?"  (To  the  witness.) 

Q.  Is  It  a  regular  book«  kept  in  the  office  into  which  every  warrant  it 
entered  ? 
A.  Not  every  warrant :  it  is  the  general  book  of  warrants. 

Mr.  Frederin  Coombe  was  next  swontj  and  examined  by    . 

Mr,  Giks. 

Q.  Were  you  executor  to  Mr.  Isaac  Barr6  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  Have  you  searched  for  the  papers  required  of  you  ? 

A.  I  have,  but  1  have  not  succeeded  in  iinding  either  of  them. 

Witness  cross-examined  by  Mr. Plomer* 

Q.  You  say  you  were  executor,  did  you  act  as  executor  ? 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  do  nothing  in  the  character  of  executor } 
A.  Nothing. 

Mr.  Plomer.  "  Then  he  knows  nothing  about  the  papers.' 
I  understand  the  enquiry  is  about  a  t>ox  of  papers*     Wliat  know^ 
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ledge  coOld  the  witness  have,  that  chif  box  of  p«perl»  tfopp^se^ 
to  be  sent  to  bim,  were  the  papers  of  Mr.  Isaac  Barr^,  or  whech^ 
they  were  the  papers  of  the  Marquis  Towesbend,^  or  of  the  Mar" 

chioness,  from  Whom  he  received  them  ?'' 

« 

Mr.  Giles.  Q.  From  whom  did  you  receire  the  papers  when  they 
first  came  to  your  hands  ?  and  were  they  before  in  the  possession  of  Lady 
Townshend  ? 

Before  the  reply  was  given,  Mr.  Giles  asked  the  learned  coon« 
scl  for  the  defendant,  if  they  designed  to  object  to  rbe  evidence.*' 

Mr.  Plomcr.     •*  What  do  you  offer  in  evidence  ?*' 

Mr.  Cries.  "  My  Lords,  the  Managers  of  the  Commons  were 
not  apprized  that  the  papers  had  been  in  the  possession  of  Lady 
Townshend.  If  the  learned  counsel  persists  in  his  objections  to 
reading  the  entry  in  the  official  book  of  entry;  and  your  Lord- 
ship should  decide  that  it  cannot  be  read  without  their  consent, 
we  must  take  measures  to  bring  her  Ladyship  before  you." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  **  1  am  of  opinion,  that  if  this  testis 
mony  be  objected  to.  Lady  Townshend  must  be  examined." 

(To  the  witness.) 

■ » 
Q.  I)id  you  make  the  entry,  or  is  the  entry  in  anjr  handwritijig  with 
vrhich  you  are  acquainted  ? 
A.  No,  my  Lord. 

Mr.  Giles.    Q.  Where  are  the  warrants  regularly  deposited  ? 
A.  I  believe  in  the  Auditor's  Office. 

Mh  Wbicbread.  <'  I  will  call  the  clerk  of  the  Auditor's  Office/' 

Mr.  Bernard  Cobb  sworn,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Giles, 

Q.  Are  you  clerk  in  the  Auditor's  Office  ? 

A.  I  am  not.  Sir. 

Q.  In  what  office  are  you  ? 

A.  In  the  office  of  the  Inspector-General. 

Q.  Have  you  made  search  for  the  warrant,  granting  to  Xlr.  Isaac 
Barr6  an  increase  of  salary  > 

A.  The  warrant  is  not  to  be  fouad  in  the  office. 

Q.  Is  it  the  regular  office  in  which  the  warrants  are  deposited  ? 

A.  No,  the  warrant  is  brought  for  entry  there,  but  it  is  taken  away,  to 
be  afterwards  entered  at  other  offices. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  '*  I  understand  the  witness  to  say,  that 
the  warrant  was  taken  away." 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  We  have  shewn,  ar  least,  that  the  warrant 
is  not  to  be  found,  either  with  the  executor,  or  in  the  office  where 
it  is  entered;" 

Mr.  Giles.  *•  We  cannot  then  propose  to  read  the  entry,  until 
Lady  Townshend  have  been  examined." 

Mr.  Plomer.  *•  Her  Ladyship's  appearance  would  not  remove 
the  objection,  be(,apse  the  custody  ot  a  warrant  is  not  the  custo- 
dy of  the  individual,  the  warrant  should  be  deposited  in  4  public 
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ofEce;  ankd  ifnh^v  have  nuidiUtcd  {he  eJciatence  of  Ibii  Warrant, 
the  Qbjecuon  w0iiid  r^CQaia^':   .   i 

Mr.  Whiibr^adf  **  My  Lords^  your  tl^ie  aoj  patience  wotHd 
be  wholly  exhausted  by  QELlUogall  the  oQ/cers  of  the  kingdom  to 
shew,  that  there  wai  i>p  public  office  winch  was  a  regular  and  legal 
repository  for  these  warrants.  Tne  fact  is;  that  the  warrant  is  aU 
nayr  in  the  posaessiop  of  the  individual,  s^iid  »  noc  required  to  be 
placed  in  any  public  office." 

Hie  Lord  ChauceUor.  ^'  The  counael  for  Lord  Melville  say, 
that  if  Lady  Townsh^nd  be  called,  the  difficulty  will  not  be  re- 
moved with  respect  to  the  evidence.  It  is  for  the  managers. 
of  the  Hoiue  of  Commons  toaay  if  they  will  have  this  witness 
e^taoiined."  * 

Lord  ChaiKellor.    Q.  A  question  is  proposed  by  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships, if  the  Mfitncss  knows  who  it  was  that  took  away  the  warranto 
A.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Giles.  •*  We  shall  postpone  the  proof  of  this  allegatiout 
until  we  can  produce  Lady  Townshend  before  your  Lordships. 
The  next  aiticle  we  shall  prove^  is  the  appointment  of  the  noble 
<kfendani  to  be  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ;  which  I  shall  do  by  pre- 
senting the  warrant,  dated  the  19th  of  April,  1802.  The  patent 
ii  under  tlie  great  seal,  anJ  I  give  in  ev4dencc  the  originaL'* 

Mr.  Ploraer.  *«  I  beg  it  may  not  be  understood,  that  we  have 
the  smallest  objectioti  to  the  book  of  Mr.  Coombe,  as  proof  to  the 
^tent  to  which  it  ought  to  be  admitted.  With  regard  to  the  pa* 
pcrs  of  Mr.  Barre,  we  shall  certainly  not  trouble  the  noble  person- 
age to  appear.  If  they  will  convince  us,  that  these  papers  said  to  ' 
be  of  Mr.  Barr6  contain  what  they  presume,  although  not  strictly 
legal  evidence,'  we  will  be  satisfied^  and  receive  them  as  if  they 
were  legal  evidence." 

Mr.  Adam.  '*  We  are  certainly,  my  lords,  dedrous  of  reliev- 
log  the  noble  lady  from  the  embarrassment  of  appearing  before 
your  lordships  to  depose  to  this  preliminary  evidence ;  the  ques- 
tion^ bowcveTi  of-  the  admissibility  of  such  testimony  is  of  great 
importance  ;  the  course  when  a  warrant  for  payment  of  money  is 
subscribed  by  his  Majesty,  and  countersigned  by  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury,  is  to  carry  it  to  the  Exchequer  to  be  entered,  and  other 
offices  for  passing  public  accounts.  With  respect  to  this  warrant, 
ihe  payment  was  not  to  be  made  from  the  Exchequer,  but  it  was 
to  be  from  the  Navy  Office,  in  its  progress,  it  must  have  been  in 
ihe  custody  of  the  party,  and  from  him  conveyed  to  .the  proper 
pfficial  repository. 

**  We  are  ready  to  admit  that  this  warrant  was  not  to  be  found 
'Otnofig  the  papers  of  Mr.  Barr^,  and  with  this  admission,  all  nega- 
tive evidence  as  to  that  point  is  unnecessary ;  and  it  is  equally 
clear,  chat  the  entry  at  the  Navy  Office  from  which  the  payment 
emanated,  m  the  b«,  if  an  entry  be  at  all  received  in  proof.*' 

Mr. 
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.  Mr.  WhitbrcacF.  <' Without  troubling  Lady  Townshend,  I 
could  have  had  the  deposition  of  Lord  Amherst,  who  is  now  pre- 
sent. I  now  understand,  that  his  lordship  was  not  only  executor 
to  Mr.  Barre,  hdt  gave  the  papers  to  Mr.  Coombe  ;  with  regard  to 
the  copy  in  the  Navy  0£Scc,  we  h|ve  here  an  officer  who  will  pro- 
duce ft." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  **  You  arc  relieved  from  the  difficulty 
by  what  is  admitted  by  the  learned  counsel  for  Lord  Melville.'* 

.  Mr.  Giles.  *'  My  Ioid»  the  book  we  have  produced  coataios  a 
complete  copy,  and,  m  fact,  the  original,  for  the  entry  was  made  at 
the  Exchequer,  before  the  warrant  itself  was  prepared.  This,  I 
contend,  is  full  as  satisfactory  as  the  copy  from  the  Navy  Office  ; 
but  if  it  be  desirea  that  the  Navy  Office  copy  should  be  produced, 
the  managers  of  the  Commons  will  assent." 

'  The  Lord  Chancellor.     *•  Is  there  any  objection  to  this  ? 

Mr.  Plomer.  "  My  lord,  they  have  not  yet  authenticated  the 
entry  itself.  The  person  who  made  it,  should  ptove  that  he  com- 
pared it  with  the  original.  The  gentleman  they  have  called  can 
supply  no  such  proof,  as  it  is  not,  I  presume,  to  be  said,  that  the 
book  proves  itself.  They  ought  to  call  the  clerk  who  made  the 
entry,  who  should  say  whether  it  be,  or  be  not  a  true  copy.**  * 
Mr.  Giles.  ^*  I  have  already  said,  that  we  produce  the  book 
which  has  the  entry  before  the  warrant  is  made  out.  The  course 
is,  to  briug  the  warrant  in  an  unfinished  state  to  be  entered 
in  the  book,  and  according  to  this  book,  the  blanks  are  supplied. 

Mr.  Mitford  sworn  and  examined. 

Lord  Chancellor.  Q.  AVhen  the  warrant  is  brought  from  the  Treasury^ 
vhose  duty  is  \i  to  make  the  entry  } 

A'  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Becords. 

Q.  Y>o  you  know  the  signature  of  chat  clerk  ? 

A.  There  is  no  signature  in  the  book* 

Q,  A  mere  entry  by  the  clerk  ?     •        ^    ' 

A.  Yes,  my  lord,  it  was  entered  by  a  clerk  who  has  been  lon^  since 
dead. 

jMr.  Plomer    Q.  Are  all  the  warrants  entered  in  that  book  ?  * 
.    A.  Not  ail,  but  generally  they  are  entered. 

Mr.  Giles.  ^^  The  question,  my  lord,  would  be  rather,  whether 
he  enters  as  a  warrant  what  js  not  a  warrant  P  ^ 

•Lord  Spencer.  Q.  Who  is  the  warrant  given  to,  and  what  becomes  of  it* 

A.  It  is  returned  to  the  clerk,  or  his  agent . 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  Q.  When  a  warrant  is  bcoaght  to  the  Treasurer 
by  course  of  office,  it  is  parted  with  until  the  entry  be  made  ? 

Q.  No. 

Lord  Carmarthen.  Q^  Does  the  warrant  authorise  tiie  Treasurer  of  tbe 
Navy  to  receive  the  money,  or  does  it  contain  a  direction  to  any  one  to  pay 
the  money? 

A.  It  is  aa  order  upon  the  auditor  to  allow  that  sum  on  account  of  the 
warrant. 

The 
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The  Lord  Chancellor.  ^VDo  you  know  if  money  has  been  paid 
upon  the  warrant  ? 

Mr.  Giles.  '*  I  believe  the  managers  will  be  able  to  she^  that 
money  was  so  paid.  The  warrant  is  not  deposited  at  the  Auditor's 
Office,  at  least  until  the  money  is  paid* 

Q.  Must  not  the  warrant  be  entered  at  the  Auditor's  office? 
A.  I  dp  not  know^  not  belonging  to  that  office. 

Mr.  Giles.  "  Will  you  permit  Mr.  Cobb  to  be  recalled,  as  be 
belongs  to  that  office,  and  will  be  able  to  inform  your  lordships**^ 

Mr.  Cobb  rtcalUd and  examined  by  Mr.  Giles. 

Q.  Is  the  warrant  left  in  your  office  ? 

A.  Noy  the  entry  of  the  warrant  has  been  considered  sufficient. 

Q.  What  becomes  of  the  original  vrarrant? 

A.  The  paity  calls  and  takes  it  away. 

Mr.  GileSf  "  If  any  doubt  remain  on  this  matter,  the  managers 
have  no  objection  to  bring  the  warrant  from  the  Navy  Office, 
should  that  be  more  satisfactory  to  the  learned  counsel  for  the  de« 
fendant,  and  for  this  purpose  I  will  call  Mr.  Harmood." 

Lord  Lauderdale.     Q.  Did  you  make  the  entries  from  the  original 
varrant  ? 
A.  Yes  I  did. 

Mr.  Barry  Harmood  sworn,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Giles. 

Q.  Were  you  paymaster  to  Isaac  Barr6,  Esq.  when  Treasurer  of  the 
Na»y? 

A.  Yes.  , 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  Mr.  Barr6  having  an  increase  of  salary  in  that 
office? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Was  that  Increase,  from  time  to  time^  paid  to  Mr.  Bart^? 

A  Yes,  it  was. 

Q.  Do  yoa  know,  under  what  authority,  it  was  so  paid  i 

A.  I  do  not  know  under  what  authority. 

# 

The  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  couitsel  for  the  Defendant;  **  The 
original  warrant  cannot  be  found.'' 

Mr.  Piomer.  We  are  ready  to  admit,  my  Lovd*^  that  the  war- 
rant was  not  to  be  found  among  the  papers  of  Mr.  Barr6.  Thus 
lar  we  admit,  and  no  more.'* 

The  Lord  Chancellor.    Q.  Do  jou  know  the  amount  of  the  salary  you 
paid  to  Mr.  Bacr&  while  Tireasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 
A.  I  believe  in  all  40001. 
lioid  Holland.  Q.  You  are  asked,  in  what  offict  and  maiiQtr  that  salary 

j>aid? 
A.  It  waa  paid  to  the  office  of  lYeasoier. 
The  Lord  ChanoeUor.    Q.  By  whom. 
A.  I  do  not  recollect  by  whom. 

B  Lord 
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^    Lord  Derby.     Q.  tTiider  WKose  auifrority  was  it  pii'd  ?  ^ 

♦A,  I  considered  it  to  be  under  the  warrant.    ..  '      .        ^^        * 

* .  The  Xord '  Chancrflor.    Q.  Is  it  the  ecMrs'c  of  tfie  office  'fo  Wturti  tlie, : 
wafr.mt  afl(*r  the^titry  ? 

A.  I  believe  not.  -    .         ' "  '  ' 

Q.  When  th^  party  brings  the  warrant  f<^  entry,  is  it  the  course  t^ 
return  it  to  hTm  after  liie  entry  so  made? 

..^  Mr,  Whiibrci^a  HnieriYJS'ng),,.,."  '^J?«  .^f  JgP^.»  ^£^'  Ij!!^' 
iieve,  in  tho  Navv  Pay  OiEce,  and  not  iri'tne  Navy  OmcC.    Tha 

wi'ness  IS  from  the  latter.*' 

The  Lord  Chancellor.    Q.  Jfs  tfee  vfh,)rh'A  deliVefed  tf'ftfer  the  entry  if 

made  to  the  party  ?  .*  .     .  .1     .:    •   )." 

A.  It  never  is  in  the  possession  of  the  party  until  after  the  endry  if 

"1-  ■  ••  ...  1.  •    .     ...         .  ?_.         J 

Q.  i  lien,  aflcr  it  is  regularly  .eutert'd  iu  all  the  offiqe^y  it.  goc9  to  tk 
party? 
/•' A.  Yes,  my.lord,  I  supp<i$es6. 

The  Lord  CfianccTlor,  to  tne'cou6sci  JFor  the  deichdant.  **  Yoii  I 
adnnit  then,  that  the  warrant  has  i)ot  bsen  found  m  the  papers  of 
Mr.  Barre?" 

iMr.  Plomen  ''  Yes,  tny  Lord,  four  I  ciahnot  %t  fireB^nt  admit 
the  proof  of  this  entry.  There  arc  witnesses  who  ibight  Be 
brought  to  shew  if  the  warrant  were  received  trito  ki^-oflkial 
repository^  or  if  it  devolved  into  the  h^nds  of  the  individual.'* 


Mr.  PIoDier^  Q.  Does  the  warrant,  after  the  entry,  is 
custody  of  the  individual  in  whose  favor  it  is  prepared? 
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A.  I  really  do  not* know  what  becomes  of  the  warrant.  ^ 

j^  T}^e/xM:di  CJhancell^rf  ^<J.  Do  jou.ca>iisider  the  increased  payment  of 

the  salary  iipon  the  footing  of  the  warrant? 
A.  I  do,  my  Lord.  ,  } 

Q.  Is  it^^4Si(^fl^t/ the  Navy  Office  to  file  the  voucbeiis.upon  w^ch  the 

payments  are  made  ? 

A.  I  cannot  telj.  ,    ^  ...  i     .      >.        .^      .  ^      •  » 

Q.  Are  you  acifuainted  witii  t*he  lub^e  of  passing  the  acc6uDts  di  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 

j    iAv  It  Uim^MJiiyiO^ai  since  Iw^inihe  office. .     .1.,.^ 

A.  Are  the  accounts  examined  1itm>y  the  N«vyB<>and?  .c 

-1  ^Av/^>^y,  go  [first  ta  some  rtfljceof  the  jSavjjBcijftix},  a^d  then  lo  the 
.Auditor^      • ' 

Q.  Is  the  warrant  of  the  T^easureAhe  authority  for  him  to  receive:  t^ 
money? 

.^A..JJ>eJiivtj)i|Js...  :.      '  .  .  . 

Q.  Is  it  a  voucher  necessary  for  passiiig  his^cfcchmts?    : 
A.  1  believe  it  is. 

Y  *»ii>rd; J^.*^y    Q^^:By>hat  iK»u:lier:or  warratft  dt>  Vou'  T^dehre  ^rour 
own  salary? 

A.  By  the  order  of  the  TreasBKc  hUfaMf.  .    .       / 

Mr.  Whitbread.    "  My  Llo'rtis,  Twiy  p^i'ia  aiiV»ginal  warrant 
i  of  the  same  nature,  which  will  explain  the  form  of  tjiat  required. 

Q.  Mr. 


Mr.  Plomer.    Q.  Did  yon  ever  sec  this  warrant  in  the  possession  of 
r.  Barref       •   '  >  /         ^ 


A.  I  did  not.  / 

Q.  If  it  had  been  in  Mr  Barr^s  possession,  does  the  witness  believe  that 
"3  Mfce  should  have  seen  It?  ^  " 

A.  1  have  no  ^ubt  I  should.  > 

Mr.  Plom^j*     *'  My  Lojrcis,  wc  have  no  §alisfactory  account^ 
where  the  Pfigioi^l  i^.     The  case  a^$' it  Ww  itands  is,  that  it  is^ 
I  ^ncuher  to  t^q  f^unJ.  ^ipong  the  papers,  nor  is  it  in  the  possession 
— -.  <|fany  of  the;  \v|tncs5e^.    M*"*  flarmood  jays  lie  never  saw  it,  and^ 
lie  has  no  AcHjbi  ^lU  if  Mr.  ISarre  had  had  Jt  m  his  possessions^ 
he  should  have  acei^  it.    Thp  probability  is,  tliat  tfie  original  never 
feacbecl  th^q^pi^s  <^f  jh^pi^rty  j>^i)e/itccj  \)y  it,,     ^hc  next  endea- 
vor has  be^n  to  trace  the  Warrant  to  certain  offices,  whitfier  it 
migbt  have  bciep  carnpd  to  be  enf^r^d*     The  onfy  offices  th^y 
l)ave  proycd  to  have  fny  cpncec;!  in  i^  are  the  liqasuryand  tnc. 
luaitor's  Office.     SuppQ^in;:  the  oricynal  warrant  were  not  t'b^ 
be  found  at  these  othces,  where  it  was  so  entered,  inc  next  pTaqe 
of  4epoiit»  nxc^ft  probablCf  would  bp  that  office  where  ^the  pi^ry 
^  paid :  hut  hcrjc  is  ijo  evidence  \vith  fespect  to  this.  *  But^ 
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ffc^n^ary  eyigeqcpf  ^epai^se  U  ii  in  cnfry  Jntp  the  ^'ieasury  bookl 
wt^ich^Ug^ptpf-byed.'  T 

•'  The  manager  sajs^  ijj^t  tl)c  )?Qo|c  is  in  the  nature  of  a  record. 
He  c^ijua(>t  ^rictly  aic^n  qt  r,^cQrd,  but  a  public  document  suc^  ak 
jis  coosiii^erc^^io  prove  rt^ejf. 

••  Hat  in  inc  present  case,  ^he  court  is  to  be  informed,  not 
merely  that  die  warrant  Jid  exist,  hut  the  terms  hf  the  warrant 
itfclf  ahoui^  be  distinctly  understopd.  UpoiJ  the  p^ct  forqe  of 
the  terqa^  tmd  ijpon  every  word  contained  in  it  njiuch  ifiay  depend. 
The  true  fact  of  the  jncre^se  of  satary  by  a  \variant,  does  not 
j^itheptic^  9ili  tlic  intents  woich  ^ay  be  aflcdgcd  of  such  war- 
rant. FJow  \$  ai  copy  pf  one  prjgiual  to  be  proved  by  a  comj>arj* 
son  with  another,  before  you  nave  any  evidence  of  eithef  ? 

"  It  is  tbqi  said,  Jthat  of  aci  officia/  book  no  evidence  is  neces- 
sary; but  1  cp.^t,cnd«  th^at  (Ivs  i^  t^di  a  case  >vhen  it  can  be 
admired  without  evidence,  iji  ^ipdecd  it  can  under  any  circum- 
stances at  all.  If  it  could  be  in  any  cafe  dispensed  with,  it  is  where 
thff  Ifiw  gives  credfmjce  to  the  opiccr  whose  duty  it  i^  to  ^ake  the 
entry. 

.*'  My  Jl.ord5,  they  present  to  you  an  entry  by  an  in^lividual,.  but 
the  jiand- writing  itself  is  not  proypd:  nor  have  wc  seen  if  the 
o$cer  making  the  entry  be  a  person  of  that  cicdencc  in  the  law 

^  j^h^h.I  Jiave  jiist  adverted  ? 

''  You  ?re  then  required  to  receive  an  entry  ;made  by  a  person 
of  whcop  you  k^ow  nothing*  and  perhaps  by  one,  in  no  respect 
jiutborised  to  make  it.     Upon  every  principlci  they  have  not  pro- 
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duced  the  evidence  required  by  law,  and  cannot  exhibit  this  book 
as  a  substitute  for  it/' 

Mr.  Adam.  **  My  Lords,  you  may  be  assured  in  what  I  have 
humbly  to  offer  before  you,  I  shall  not  repeat  what  my  learned 
friend  nas  already  prpposed  for  your  attention,  excepting  where  it 
is  unavoidably  connected  with  the  argument  I  have  to  adduce,  in 
addition  to  what  has  been  stated,'  there  are  other  ^founds  of  rea- 
soning which  lead  to  the  rejectioij^of  this  sort  of  evidence.  Before 
I  enter  upon  this,  I  wish  you  to  observe,  the  nature  of  the  allega* 
tion;  and  you  will  find  it  to  be  an  allegation  of  fact,  relative  to 
the  situation  of  Mr.  Isaac  Barre,  and  the  object  is  to  affect  the 
conduct  of  one  individual  by  that  of  another ;  and  I  am  confident, 
ihy  Lords,  you  will  be  extremely  cautious  in  receiving  evidence 
{ik  Such  a  purpose.  ** 

**  I  content  myself  with  the  argument  of  mv  learned  friend, 
inastnuch  as  it  bears  upon  their  not  being  entitled  to  secondary 
^vid^nce;  yet,'  I  admit  that  secondary  evidence  may  be  sufficient 
when  they  have  laid  the  first  ground. 

••  This  warrant  is  said  to  be  copied  in  the  Treasury  boo)c»  but  5t 
is  professedly  copied  before  the  warrant  is  made  out ;  and  at  th^ 
time  whether,  such  warrant  will  ever  appear,  is  matter  of  utter 
uncertainty.  It  is  copied,  also,  without  tbe  coraizance  of  the 
individual  to  be  benefited  hy  it,  and  he  is  totally  unacquainted 
with  everv  formality  wkh  respect  to  the  instrument  until  it  is 
committed  to  his  hands. .  This,  then,  is  behind  the  back  of  the 
individual  who- is  to  derive  advantage  from  it. 

**  Ii  is  proved,  that  the  gntry  is  not  made  by  the  proper  clerk, 
and  it  is  not  established  that  the  person  w.ho  made  the  entry  is  an 
o$cer  known  to  the  law,  so  as  to  render  his  writing  of  any  import- 
ance.      '  . 

*'  Under  these  grounds,  my  Lords,  I  think  you  will  consider, 
where  the  allegation  respects  another  party,  and  not  the  individual 
before  you,  that  this  evidence  is  not  sufficient.'' 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  *•  I  think,  as  the  case  stands,  the  book 
may  be  read :  how  far  it  will  be  matter  of  evidence,  is  another 
consideratiun." 

Lord  Ellenborough.  **  I  wish  to  submit  it  to  the  discretion  of 
the  honorable  managers,  whether  they  ought  to  consider  the  alle- 
gationjrespecting  Mr.  Isaac  Barre  to  be  so  material  as  to  require 
proof  in  the  present  state  of  the  enquiry  ? 

Mr.  Giles.  "  We  have,  1  understand,  a  witness  arrived,  who 
is  provided  with  the  book  from  the  Navy  Office. 

**  The  allegation  is  simply,  that  his  Majesty  was  pleased  to  grant 
an  increased  salary  to  the  then  Treasurer  of  the  Navy :  it  takes  no 
notice  of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Isaac  Barr6,  nor  can  we  place  it  in 
contrast  with  that  of  the  noble  defendant.  All  we  mean  to  sav  is, 
that  the  salary  was  granted  in  lieu  of  all  other  emoluments  wnat- 
eveh    If  there  remains  a  doubt  with  the  coun  of  the  admissibility 
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fX  tbe  evidence,  we  will  certainly  wate  it,  but  we  shall  first  call 
Mr.  Standcrt  6f  the  Navy  Office  in  support  of  it. 

•*  I  contend  that  the  warrant  ought  to  be  in  the  custody  of  the 
imrty  to  be  benefited  by  it,  but  it  does  so  happen  in  the  course  of 
the  proceeding,  that  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  must  have  bis  war- 
rant entered  at  the  Auditor's  Office.  I  shall  produce  a  warrant  of 
Lord  Melville  for  a  similar  purpose,  which  was  in  the  hands  of  hU ' 
Paymaster.'* 

*  •' 

Mr.  Standert  sworn^  and  examined  by  Mr,  Giles, 

Q.  Wiiat  situation  do  you  hold  f 
A-  i  am  clerk  of  the  Navy  Office. 
Q.  What  is  the  name  of  your  place  ? 
A.  I  am  comptroller, /with  a  regular  salary. 
Q.  What  is  that  book  you  have  brought  with  you  ? 
A.  It  contains  copies  of  the  warrants?  , 

Q.  Have  jou  a  copy  of  the  warrant  of  the  late  Mr.  Isaac  Barrfi'> 
A.  Ihave.        '      '\  ' 

tJ       Q.  Did  you  e^-amii^e  it  with  the  original  warrant  ? 
A.  I  did- 

Mr.  Giles.  '^  It  being  admitted  t)y;.the  learned  counsel  for  tHe 
^fendant,  that  tb^  warrant  is  not  to  be  found  among  the  papers 
of  Mr.  Isaac  Barr^,  I  now  produce  an  examined  copy,  which  I 
contend  to  be  competent  evidence." 

llie  Lord  Chancellor.  "  Do  the  learned  counsel. for  Lord 
Melville  object  to  this  evidence  ?'* 

Mr.  Ploiper.  ''I  shall  make  rig  objectiony  for  this  evidence 
seems  to  go  somewhat  farther." 

Mr.  Rose  then  read  the  warrant,  for  increasing  the  salary  of 
Mr.  Barre  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  in  the  following  terms  :-<- 

"  GfORCE  R. 

"  Wliereas  by  letters  patent  under  the  Great  Seal  of  Great 
Britain,  bearing  date  the  10th  day  of  Apnl*  1782,  we  were  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  give  and  grant  onto  our  right  trusty  ai^l  well- 
beloved  counsellor  Isaac  Barre,  Esquire,  the  office  of  Treasurer  of 
our  Navy  royal  and  Ships,  and  receiver-general  of  all  sums  of 
money  appointed,  or  from  time  to  time  to  be  appointed  and  pay* 
able  for  the  support,  maintenance,  and  reparation  of  our  navy 
royal  and  ships,  for  emption  and  provisions  appertaining  to  and 
necessary  for  our  said  navy  and  ships*  and  for  wages- and  salaries 
of  officers,  servants,  and  other  persons  whatsoever  belonging  to  our 
said  navy  and  ships,  or  for  matter  or.  thing  whatsoever  in  any 
manner  touching  or  concerning  our  navy  royal  and  ships,  for  the 
exercise  and  occupation  of  the  said  office,  and  for  and  m  satisfac- 
tion of  all  wages  and  fees  of  threepence  of  lawful  money  for  every 
pooml  to  be  received  and  paid  by  the  said  Isaac  Barr^,  by  virtue  of 
bis  said  office,  we  were  further  graciously  pleased  to  give  aod 
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gXUii  wnfio  \m  bfU^l?^  fai4  I^tep  pa.Wt  A»>  WV»^y  PT  Yearly  pf  j- 
ment  of  two  thous?jnd  poinds:  fo4  V^VrC^fs  ii  \\^xh  pe^n  reprcp. 
sented  u,n^a  u^  iha^  tbe  s^i4  anmu^y,  or  yearly  payi^fut,  after  dp- 
ducting  aij  qh^g^,  taxes,  itrid  expeaces  chereoii,  wilt  not  prpdt^ce 
to  the  said  I^^^ac  Barre  more  than  the  iv^m  of  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  ^pd  fifty  poimds  in  pach  year  or  thereabouts,  ancf  whereas 
fuj*  divQfe  gQod  caiises  ^nd  cpusiderations,  us  hereunto  moving^  we 
are  graciously  pleased  that,  the  income  of  the  Treasurer  ol  our 
Navy  should  be  augmented  with  an  additional  allowance  of  two 
thousand  O^Q  hvtidr«4  ajid  iif;y  pounds,  ii^  order  to  make  together 
with  the  said  sum  of  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty  pounds, 
the  said  income  to  amount  in  future  to  the  sum  of  four  thousand 
pounds:  our  will  and  pleasure  thcrcFore  is,  and  wc  do  her-eby 
vouch,  authorize,  and  empower  hjm  the  said  I.  'Parr6,  to  rake  and 
apply  out  of  such  tnonics  as,  ^rc  or  sii^ll  coqae  into  ftis  hai)^,  or 
to  the  hands  of  his  cashiers,  aiiscn  or  to  arise  by  the  sale  of  old 

naval  ^stores,  the  Mimpf  ,^>^P  f??!QMS|i,nd  ope;  h^iQtlre^  an<J  $fiy 
pounds,  which,  together  with  the  bcfoie  metitiohed  sji^fp  o^  gne 
thousand  eight  huridried  g«id.^fty^PQi|pf)s>  \^il,Vfi|^|J^  ft^e  sa^^  sum 
cf  four  thousand  pounds,  which  we  are  graciously  plcas^p  ^!k^^ 
to.jiin^  clear  of  i^H  deductions,  in  full  satisfaction  of  all  wages  and 
fees,  ant!  otlier  piVpfits  and  emoluments  heretofore  enjaycd  by 
former  Treasurtirsf  of  our  Navy.'rhc  same  to  commcnoe  afii  b6 
computed  from  the  day  6f  thc.lctYerg  paiem  appointing  him  to  iht 
pffige  o£  Treasurer  pf  our  Navy,  a(nd  to  continue  dui in g*  his  c#ft* 
linuancc  in  the  said  office  of  Treasui-er  of  our  Nax'V.  or  until  we 
^hall  signify  our  pleasure  to  the  contrary  by  \VaiTaat  or  writing 
uiider  our  roytil^  sign  manuJtl:  and  wfe  do  hereby  authorize  and 
command  you,  the  Auditors  of  the  Imprests,  and  ffll  otUcr  officer! 
and  ministeis  whom  it  doth  or  may  concern,  to  make  and  give 
full  and  plenary  allowance  aifd  discharge  thereof,  and  <^very  pare 
thereof,  from  time  to  time  in  his  account  as  Treasurer  of  our 
Navy  accordingly,  and  that  without  expecting  any  farther  oi'der 
<ir  (diroc^ipfi  trc^f^  p$  xxx  (h^it  j^alf.  4t¥«  for  &9  flo^g  .this  shall  be 
your  w*r^an^  - 

"Given  at  our  court  of  St.  James's,  tf^c  IJ^th  day  of  June, 
1782,  in  the  twcnty-s^ond  year  of  our  reign, 

"   ROCKJNGHAM. 
**    M.ONTAGUK.. 

^  To  the  Audkora  of  our  ipaprests  f|ow<for  i^e  time  bcitig." 


Mr.  Whitbra^.  ^*  Tbe  next  Allegation,  we  jsha^l  iprove,  ifs  i%e 
^ppMitiiipiic  of  Lord  Melville,  4ih$n  i£e  Right  Hoo-  Uqiuy  J>m* 
daa,  to  the  «ficeof  TreManer  of  the  Navyw'' 

The  patent,  with  tbe  appoai^ment,  was  now  piroduoed,  cW^od  4^e 
lOthof  Ap(il,  in  tbe^ed^rf  Geo.  III.  which  wa»  readJby  the  ^lerk 

4f  the  i^onpty  and  ivae -^oitdb^  in  theusiialleaBs. 

Mr. 
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lifir.  Citids.  **  We  shall  now  give  in  cvidt«ce,  thie  Warrtiht  utl- 
ftrfhe  iCihg'is  isign  manual, ^hinting  an  additional  s^l^rV  tothb 
Bight 'ttoh,  Henry  Diindas,  Trtfasufer  bf  the  NaVy.  1  thJtikttb 
other  evidence  is  niecessary,  ias  the  sfgd  manual  authorises  thfc  War« 
'tint.  The  patent  was  found  aitaohg  (he  )pvLptr^  of  the  I^te  ^f • 
Douglas,  paydlaster  to  the  Right  Hon*  Henry  Diindas/ 
Mr.  Plofner.  •*  I  have  no  objection  to  thrs  evidence,' 
Mr.  Rose  rdad  the  dociiitaent  ih  the  foUoWiHg  terms : 

•*  George  R. 
**jWhekieali,  by  letters  pbtent  undBf  owgreat'Stel^Gpeftt  Btifain^ 
tearing  date  the  the  I<>rh  of  Augtlst,  tlSi.^wc '^^tn  ijmcw^i^ 
pleased  to  give  and  grant  unto  oar  rights  trusty,  and  wt>U4»e,l0¥€cl 
ttwascjldr,  Wenty  Diindas,  thetsSceof  TreasuriBr  ©f  Oittr.  Ntvy, 
Royal  Ships,  and  Rebiiver  Otfne^l  of  all  bums  df  mOney  tipppiiitcd, 
or  from  time  to  time  to  be  appofmted,  ind  piy able  for  WAge#f 
salaries  t)f  offioers'  'servants,  and  oiAer  pebtins  whatevetv belonging 
to  onr^aid  navy  or  8hij»5,  or  any  othermMieir  or  thing  i^liiatao^v^t, 
in  any  ixiantier  Douching  our  Nivy.  Royal  or  Ship»>  ^aiid  for  tlie 
exercise  and  occupation  of  the  said  office,  and  for  and  fn  batisfiac- 
lion'ofalFWatfies  and  fees  of  tbrce-pentc  6f  fawful  nioney i ifor  cf ery 
-poond  nrbe  reetivtd 'and  paid  by  the^said  Henry  DiHitlaS)  |)y'vir* 
•ipe  Df  hkaaid  office;  We  were  fbrdier  graciously  -pl^^^  fc^isiv^ 
atid  graikt  imto  him  by  the  said  iectefs  patent,  ananaiuity  orvearly 
faymetit  of  4000tw  And,  whereas,  it  hath  bd^n  tepf esemed  unto 
at,  rbit  the  Mi  annuity  or  yearly  (payment^  aft^r  deductia^ 
aU  chak^es,  ta^ces,  and  ex^nces,' tfaerdon^  will  Adit  produce 
-(0  the  said  Hetory  Dunkks  inore  than  (he  ftum  of  1850l» 
in*caidhyear,  or  thereabouts.  And,  whereas,  for  divers  good 
causes, 'is  hereunto  moving,  Wcare^raeioudy  fifleased^ihat  the 
iDernne  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy;  should  be  ^aUgHaeoled^  with 
^  additionial'alloivanee  of  23461.  Gi.  '6d.  hi  order  <o  m^ke,  toge- 
ther with  the-ttiid  sum  of  16501.  the  ^^id  liicotane  to  amouht  ia 
'future  to  the  ftufn  of  4000L  Oar  ^wvil  and >  ^lea^tee  tlierefpre  is, 
inxd  We  tlb  htrchly^'direct/  authorise,  aad  empower  him,  the  said 
Henry  Doifdas,  to  take'imd' apply  out  of^sach* monies  as  are  in  or 
•shall  cdmeto  His  hands,  or  tfo  the  hands  of  his"caabi^r»  acisea,  or 
to  atke,l)y  iheaak'^fold'naval^storas,  die^smi  196  two  thousaml 
three  hundred  and  t wen ty-foar^poutidseixahMings-^i»d  siKpence, 
vhich,  t^lher  with  the  befbre^mHurioned  ai2m:>of  l^oOLwill 
'make  ibe^^dtium^t^  4(X)0K  '^hiehnii^e'are^i^raeiaadvMp^^  to 
^l^t  to  fAm,  xAtxr  ttftan^<hicilk>TM,  infill  sfttisMctipn  of  all 
^ges  ^tid  f^esy'atid  otha'>  pr(/6iS''and>€mclkinjeiiilSkhher«tofare  en- 
•  joyid  fey  fortfier  T^easiirans  of  Our  Navy,  the  ^aioetorcommei^re 
and  be  cbmputed  fi\>m  thedayortbe  lotaarspafeniiapfioi&tiqg  him 
to  the-tfffinrbf 'Trearitfrenof  Our  'Nairyiiand  to  ^oiH^nue  during 
ilia  edttrifktiUite  in  the  wid  office  of 'TreasniierofOiif  js'uvy,  or  un- 
til'we  shalitfigtiifyOur  fdaatfm^  to'the>«Batraiy  hyr^t^taAtoi  wiit- 

itig'tfrtder  <!)ur'Roy&l  Sigrf  Manual.    And we^o  h^eby  authorise 
and  Command  you  the  Auditors  o£  the  Imprests,  and  all  other  Our 

2  oSic^w 


56 

officers  and  ministersy  whom  it  may  orclolh  conqsrn,  to  make  and 
give  full  an^l  plenary  allowance  and  discharge  thereof,  and  every 
part  thereof,  from  time  to  time,  on  his  account  as  Treasurer  of 
Our  Navy,  accordingly*  and  that  without  expecting  any  further 
order  or  direction  from  us^  in  that  behalf.  And,  for  so  doing,^  this 
shall  be  your  warrant,*'  &c, 

Mr.  Ciles.  '*  We  shall  now  shew  that  the  noble  defendant 
left  the  office  on  the  lOth  day  of  April  1783  f  and  this  we  shall 
do,  by  producing  the  patent  under  which  the  Right  Honorable 
Lord  Bayning  was  appointed." 

The  clerk  of'  the  court  was  proceeding  to  read  the  instro* 
ment,  when  the  admission  of  tht  learned  counsel  for  the  defen* 
dant,  rendered  the  perusal  unnecessary. 

'  Mr.  Giles  then  exhibited  the  patent,  dated  theith  of  Jaouary 
I784,  when  the  Right  Honorable  Hemy  Dundas  was  again  ap- 
pointed to  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  tlie  .Navy.     . 

This  was  also  admitted  on  the  part  of  the  noble  defendant. 
Mr.  Giie9.     '*  I  shall  .now  propose,  that  either  the  whole,  or 
a  part,  of  the  ^ight  report  of  therCommissioners  of  Nayai  Enquiry 
he  read." 

Mr.  Rose  then  read  the  following  cfxtract  from  that  Report : 
.  *'  The  legislature  have,  in  the  last  session  of  Parliament,  imro- 
dnced  into  tne  office  of  Paymaster-General  of  the  Forces  a  regu- 
lation, which,  as  it  seems  to  us,,  may  be  applied  as  beoeficially  to 
the  office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  the  custody  of  the  cash 
'applicable  in  the  navy  services  may  be  ti'ansferred  from  thQ  trear 
surer  of  the  Bank  to  England,  and  the  account  only  of  the  re- 
*  ceipts  and  payments  be  kept  in  his  office ;  all  the  sums  now  ro> 
ceived  by  hinvmay  be  received  by  the  Bank;  sums  from  .the  Ex- 
chequer may  be  imprested  to  the  Bank ;  sums  directed  by  the  Ici* 
ters  of  the  different  boards  to  be  paid  to  him,  may  be  directed  to 
he  paid  into  the  Bank  ;  all  bills  assigned  upon  him  for  pay  meat 
may  be  paid,  and  all  extra  payments  may  be  made  by  his  drafts 
upon  the  Bank  ;  the  payment  of  the  seamda,  the  artificers  and 
labourers  in  the  yards,  and  ^he  persoits  in  the  Hospital-ships  and 
on  half-pay  lists,  must  be  carried  oa  in  the  same  mariner  it  is  now: 
these  men  cannot  be  paid  by  drafts,  they  must  have  cash  ;  and 
with  that  casb  the  pay  clerks  must  be  intrusted;  as  they  are  at  pre-  ' 
sent,  and  the  treasurer  must  contioue  to  be  responsible  for  them, 
as  for  officers  of  his  appointment  and  uoden  hui  controul ;  but  this 
will  be  ao  obstruction  to  the  regulation.    Tberngqey  may  be  all 
issued  to  the  pay  clerks  by  the  drafts  of  the:  Treasurer  upon  the 
Bank,  according  to  the  requisitions  of  the. Navy  Bpard  in  like 
manner,  as  Ynany  of  these  sums,  are  issued  at  this  day ;  and  upon 
the  death  or  resijrnatioa  of  a  Treasurer,  the  balances  of  his  cash 
in  the  Bank  and  in  the  h^uds  of  bis  pay  clerks  may  be  struck  im- 
mediately, and  carried  over  to  the  account  of  his.  successor.    In 
this  situation  the  Treasurer,  neither  receiving  nor  paying  public 
mone^  himself,  can  oeidier  be  debtor  to  nor  creditor  of  the  public* 

except 


.♦ 
excq>t  as  far  as  ke  may  be  responsible  for  his  clerks.    On  pasiing 

his  accounts,  the  bill  indorsed  or  requisition  of  the  Navy  Bo^rc};  is 

Both  his  authority  and  voucher  for  his  draft ;  the  draft  indorsed  A 

the  voucher  for  the  Bank  to  prove  tlieir  paynoietx.     If  tirese  ac* 

counts  agiee  (and  rhey  ought  frequently  to  be  compared  together) 

it  is  highly  probable  that  they  are  both  right.^ 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  "  Do  ihe,  learned  counsel  for  thadefen- 
cUnt  require  thai  more  should  be  read  ?'*  ^ 

Mr.  Plomer.    •'  No,  my  Lord.'* 

Mr.  Giles.  •^  We  shalf  read,  m  point  of  form,  the  entry  oil  thq 
Journals  referring  to  this  report." 

It  was  read  accordingly  by  Mr.  Rose. 

Mr.  Giles.  **  We  shall  now  shew  from  the  Journals^  that  tfie 
Right  Honorable  Henry  Dundas  brought  in  a  bill  fpr  regulating 
the  office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy.**  > 

The  clerk  of  the  court  then  r^ad  from  the  Journals  the  prbgfts- 
sive  stages  of  this  bill«  by  desire  of  the  learned  and  honorable 
manager,  under  the  dates  of  the  17th  of  February  1785,  and  of  the 
f9th  of  April,  and  of  the  3d  of  May,  of  the  same  year. 

Mr.  Giles.  «  On  the  25th  of  May  1 785,  the  Right  Honorably 
Henry  Dundas  carried  up  the  bill  to  the  House  of  Lords,  anj  I 
produce  your  Lordship's  Journals  to  prove  ic«" 

Mr.  Rose  also  read  the  extract  of  the  Journals  of  that  date.    - 

Mr,  Giles.  *•  We  shall  not  think  it  necessary  to  read  the  Jour- 
nals as  to  the  progress  until  the  act  was  passed.  We  shall  nov^ 
proceed  to  give  evidence  to  the  appointment  of  Kfr.  Douglas,  as 
paymaster  to  Mr.  Henry  Dundas,  and  the  first  proof  v^e  shall  ad- 
duce is  the  letter  of  the  noMe  defendant  himself.'* 

Lord  MelviHe,  having  looked  at  the  signature,  admitt^  the  let- 
ter wtiich  contained  the  apppintment  of  Andrew  Douglas,  esq.  to 
the  office  of  paymaster  under  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  Giles.  ^'  I  shall  now  call  the  son  and  executor  of  Andre w 
Douglas,  esq.  and  subsequently  produce  the  will. 

Mr.  Archibald  Douglas  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  Giles. 

•  .       .  * 

Q.  Are  you  the  son  and  executor  of  the  late  Andrew  Douglas,  pay- 
master to  the  Right  Honorable  Benry  Duodas  .> 
A.  I  am. 

Q.  Have  you  any  of  the  papers  belonging  to  your  late  father } 
A.  I  have  not. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  papers  f 
A.  They  were  all  left  in  my  father's  house. 
Q.  Do  you  know  what  became  of  them } 
A.  I  do  not  know,  they  were  not  in  my  possession* 
Q.  Did  your  mother  reside  in  the  bouse  in  which  your  father  died  } 
A.  She  remained  for.  some  time  there»  and  then  removed  to  another 
jMuse. 

VMr.  Giles.    "My  Lord,  I  shall  call  that  lady.'* 

I    '  Q.  Did 
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Q.  Di4  you  see  the  papers  ?  . 
A.  No. 

Mr.  Plomer.     Q.  Were  any  of  the  papers  of  your  father  del'iTcred  t* 

the  noble  defendant  ? 
A.  None,  that  1  ioiowof* 

♦ 

Mary  Douglas  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  Giles. 

Q.  Did  the  papers  of  your  late  husband  conic  into  your  possession  ? 
A.  They  did. 
'      Q.  Had  you  any  other  papers  belonging  to  your  late  husband  evccptinj 
those  you  delivered  to  the  gentlemen  appointed  to  conduct  Lord  Mel 
iriile's  impeachment } 

A.  None, 
*  Q.  Did  you  deliver  all  the  papers  to  tho^e  gentlemen  ? 
A*  I  delivered  a  box  of  pape^. 

Q.  Did  that  contain  all  the  papers  of  your  late  hasband  ? 
A.  All  of  them.    '   ' 

'  ■  ■' 
Cross-examinaiion  by  Mr.  Adam. 

Q.  When  did  you  deliver  the  papers  to  the  gentleman  who  came  f( 
them  ? 
A.  1  do  not:  recollect.  i 

Q.  In  what  year  was  it  ?  •  ' 

.  Mr.  Giles.  "  There  can  be  no  occasion  for  prcssiog  these  ei 
quiriesy  the  managers  of  the  Conunoos  will  give  the  learned  coui 
sei  any  information  he  requires*" 

Cross-examination  continued. 

Q.  In  what  place  were  the  papers  kept ) 

A.  They  were  in  the  attic  story,  in  a  sort  of  chamber. 

Q.  Where  was  the  house  situated  ? 

A.  In  Margaret-street>  Cavendish^quare. 

Q.  Who  delivered  the  papers  to  th^  gjentiemen  > 

A.  I  ordered  a  servant  to  deliver  them. 

Q.  Was  the  box  of  papera  shewn  to  you  before  it  was  delivered? 

A-  No. 

Mr.  Whitbread.    "  The  box  is  to  be  produced.'* 

Cross-examination  resumed. 

Q.  Did  they  take  the  box  away  ? 
A.  They  did. 

Q.  Had  the  box  been  always  in  your  custody,  from  the  time  of  yc 
.  l^usband^s  deaths  till  the  time  it  was  so  taken  away  ? 
A.  Atwsiys. 

Q.  Do  you  )(.now  the  gentleman  to  whom  you  delivered  it  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  do- 

Q.  Were  you  acquaiated  with  tlie  gentleman  before  ? 
A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  H 
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Q.  How  came  you  to  deliver  the  box  to  them  if  you  did  not  know  them 
before  ?  v 

A.  I  understood  they  came  from  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Commoos* 
and  a  person  brought  me  an  order  to  attend. 

Q.  Did  the  gentlemen  who  came  for  the  box  represent  themselves  to  be 
meinbers'of  the  committee? 

A.  They  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  examine  the  contents  of  the  box  before  they  took  il  away. 

A.  No. 

Q.  Was  it  locked  ? 

Aa        1  eSa 

Q.  Did  you  keep  the  key  of  the  box  ? 
A.  1  used  to  keep  it  locked  up.  ' 

Q.  Did  you  give  the  key  to  the  gentleman  to  whom  you  delivered  tke 
box  ? 
A.  Ves,  I  did. 

Air.  John  Winter  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  Giles. 

Did  you  examine  the  contents  of  the  box  delivered  by  the  last  witness 
to  the  members  of  the  committee  ?  * 

Mr.  Plomer  (interposing).  *'  Before  the  witness  proceedsi  I 
xvish  to  know  if  he  saw  the  box  delivered  by  Mrs.  Douglas  to  th<( 
gentleman  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Whitbread,  •*  I  am  the  person.  The  box,  when  deliver^ 
ed,  was  locked,  the  key  was  given  to  met  and  the  contents  wero 
examined  by  the  witness.'* 

Mr.  Whitbread  sworn ^  and  examined. 

An  order  was  sent  to  Mrs.  Douglas,  the  executrix  of  the  late 
Andrew  Douglas,  to  attend  the  meeting  of  the  committee,  the 
members  having  been  informed  that  his  papers  were  in  her  posses- 
sion. The  order  was  that  she  should  attend  the  committee.  To 
which  she  gave  answer  that  she  was  too  ill  to  attend.  The  officer 
of  the  House  waited  upon  her  with  the  summons.  As  the  day  on 
whict)  this  application  was  made,  was  thaton  which  the  parliament 
was  prorogued,  it  was  thought  right  that  I  should  go  to  see  if  siie 
were  in  possession  of  the  papers.  I  went,  with  another  member, 
to  the  house,  and  enquired  for  the  papers  of  her  late  husband.  Sho 
said,  that  all  his  public  papers  were  in  a  deal  box  on  the  attic  story, 
and  that  the  room  was  locked.  There  we  found  the  deal  box,  of 
which  Mrs.  Douglas  had  the  key  ;  it  was  put  into  my  possession^ 
and  that  of  my  brother  member  of  the  committee^ ;  we  took  the 
box  with  us,  but  did  not  arrive  at  the  House  until  the  commiHee 
had  broken  up.  The  box  was  then  taken  to  my  house,  and  I  re- 
turned with  it  the  next  day,  I  g^ve  the  last  witness  th^  key  to 
ton  and  arrange  the  papers. 

Cross-examinaiiw  bjf  Mr.  Plomer. 

Q.  The  hon.  manager  will  excuse  my  proposing  to  him  some* questions. 
On  what  day  was  it  ?  .  i2  A.  The 
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A.  T^e  day  on  which  parliament  was  prorogued ;  I  believe  it  was  ibe 
12th  of  July? 
•  Q*  Were  these  papers  in  your  possession,  or  in  that  of  the  committee  ? 

A.  They  were  either  with  me,  with  the  committee,  or  with  Mr.  John 
Winter ;  they  were  never  out  of  the  possession  of  these  persons.  When- 
ever the  committee  had  recourse  to  books  or  papers,  in  all  other  cases  they 
regularly  sent  to  the  person  who  belonged  to  them :  this  was  the  only  case 
ij)  in^kich  papers  were  under  the  circumstances  I  have  explained* 

Mr.  John  Winter  recalltd. 

Q.  Did  you  carefully  examine  the  papers  in  the  box  ? 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  find  among  the  papers  a  power  of  attorney  from  the  Right 
iloD.  Henry  Dundas  to  Mr.  Douglas  ? 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  search  for  it  diligently  ? 
A*  I  certainly  did. 

Mr,  Gilea*    *^  After  these,  depositions  we  shall  be  permitted  to 
produce  an  entry  mad  j  of  that  power  of  attorney. 
^   Mr.  kkam.    *'  I  wish  the  witness  to  be  asked  if  he  knowj^  of 
iny  application  made  to  him  by  the  counsel  for  Lord  Melville  for 
the  inspection  of  that  box." 

The  witness  answered  in  the  affirmative. 

Q.  When  was  that  made  ? 

A.  Early  in  the  commencement  of  the  present  session, 

Mr.  Giles.  *<  The  application  and  the  answer  to  it  were  both 
in  writing  I  believe." 

Mr.Whitbread.  ^*  If  the  counsel  will  have  the  goodness  to  state 
what  was  the  conduct  of  the  Committee,  the  managers  for  the 
Commons  will  no  doubt  readily  admit  that  such  was  their  con* 
duct." 

Mr.  Adam.    Q.  Will  the  hon.  manager  state  the  particulars  * 

A- 

Mr.  Whitbread.  ••  A  letter  was  directed  to  me  by  the  Solicitor 
oi  Lord  Melville^  and  this  letter  m^y  be  produced,  if  here  now,  if 
not  not  at  a  future  time.  I  believe  the  day  after  the  receipt  of  this 
letter,  an  answer  was  given  to  it.  The  application  wju,  for  legvo 
to  examine  Mt.  Douglas's  papers.  The  purport  ot  the  answer 
Tvas,  that  as  soon  as  the  examination  had  been  gone  through  by  th^ 
eommittee,  resource  might  be  bad  to  tlie  papers,  in  the  presence  of 
part  of  the  committee* 

Mr.  Adam.    Q.  When  was  the  inspection  actually  had? 
.  A.  As  soon  as  possible  after  the  application,  I  believe. 

ft.  Was  not  the  solicitor  of  Lord  Melville  forbidden,  or  in  point  of  fact, 
how  soon  were  the  papers  examined? 

Mr.  Winter.    A.  A  very  short  time  after,  I  think  about  six  weeks  from' 
the  application.  * 

Q.  Did  you  shew  all  the  papers  in  the  box  to  the  solicitor  ? 
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r.  Whitbread.  A.  All  the  papers  were  shewn,  for  ^hich  any  appli« 
Q  was  made.  The  papers  were  applied  for  on  the  day  of  the  proroga- 
7f  Patliament,  and  the  committee  could  not  act  until  the  parliament 
jaia. 

There  were  other  papers  in  the  box,  besides  those  si^bmittixl  to  the 
:ct]on  of  the  solicitor  of  Lord  Melville  ? 
,  There  were. 

What  became  of  those  papers  ? 
,  Ttiey  are  still  in  my  possession. 

Were  they  removed  from  the  box  wbep  the  iplicltor  examjifed  H? 

They  were. 

Where  were  they  ? 

They  were  laid  in  a  room  at  our  office. 

Then  some  of  the  papers  were  taken  out  of  the  box,  and  the  rqit  were; 

*  box  when  Lord  Melville's  solicitor  examined  it  i 

Yes. 

e  Lord  Chancellor.    Q,  Can  you  swear  that  the  papers  yon  took  out 
i  box,  and  placed  in  your  room,  taken  together,  were  all  the  papers  } 
Certainly  I  caii. 

rd  Eldon.  Q.  Was  any  notice  given  t«  Mr.  or  Mrs.  Douglas,  belbe 
pening  of  that  box  ? 

Not  to  my  knowledge. 

rd  Suifolk.  Q.  Did  the  box  from  which  yon  tpok  the  papecs,  cwti« 
xked  while  la  your  possesion,  and  UQt  in  immediate  u»^  i 

Yes. 

\  Wm,  Rose  Hayward  iwom  and  examined  b^Mr.  Giles. 

Is  there  a  letter  of  aaomey  froq^  the  Right  Hoh«  Henry  Pundas  tt 
)ougIas  at  your  office  ? 
There  is. 

Did  you  make  the  entry?  ' 

Yes.  ^ 

From  what  did  you  write  it  ? 

From  the  original  power  of  attorney  ? 

How  do  you  know  A  was  the  original  ? 

It  was  brought  to  nre  as  all  other  powers  are. 

le  Lord  Chancellor.  «'  For  what  length  of  time  did  he  receive, 
mdcr  that  power  from  the  date  of  it  ?•* 

Did  you  receive  any  money  on  account  of  the  treaiurerehip  of  Lord 

ille,  but  under  the  power  ? 

No. 

\  Giles.    "  Now,  my  lord,  I  propose  reading  the  power/' 
r-  Plomer  mterppscd  to  cross-examine  the  witness. 

Did  the  witness  ever  pay  any  money  to  Mr.  Douglas  ? ' 

The  form  is,  for  ihc  auditor  to  direct  the  payment,  ^nd  the  teller  to 

Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  that  any  money  was  paid  t« 
Douglas  >  J  J .       r  . 

I  know  that  I  wrote  upon  the  order  by  whom  he  was  to  receive  it. 
How  do  you  know  that  Mr.  Douglas  received  the  pioney. 

A.  Ocdett 
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A.  Orders  for  payment  were  given. 

Q.  Then  you  do  not  know  if  the  money  weie  actually  paid  or  not? 
A.  No,  certainly  I  do  not. 
Q.  What  is  the  date  of  tJie  power  ? 
A.  In  1782, 1  believe. 

Mr.  Adam.    Q.  What  power  is  this  ?  Do  yoa  know  if  the  persons  whos 
names  are  to  the  power  of  attorney  are  living  or  dead  ? 
Q.  i  do  not. 

Mr.  Plomer.  '*  Does  your  lordship  think  this  a  competent  eti 
dence  ?  There  is  no  proof  whatever  of  any  original  filed  by  Lon 
Melville.  There  is  no  proof  that  any  original  exists  at  all.  As  t( 
the  part  of  payment,  your  lordship  knows,  it  is  no  evidence  of  thi 
power.  But  is  there  any  proof  of  this  fact  ?  There  is  no  proof  o 
a  shilling  being  received  by  Mr.  Douglas.'* 

Mr.  Giles.  **  When  the  learned  counsel  contend  that  there  i 
no  testimony  to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Douglas,  they  seem  to  b] 
out  of  the  question  the  letter  from  Mr.  Henry  Dundas,  nominatiii{ 
Mf.  Douglas  his  paymaster.  He  could  not  be  appointed  paymas 
ter,  and  others  receive  the  money  for  his  discharge  of  the  duties  o 
the  office. 

'*  Your  lordship  has  here  before  you  the  person  who  made  th< 
copy  of  the  power,  and  more  than  this,  you  have  here  the  appoint 
ment  itself.  True  it  is,  the  witness  does  not  know  of  the  paymen 
of  the  moqcf%o  Mr.  Douglas,  but  you  have  the  order  for  the  pay 
ment^  and  you  find,  that  under  no  other  power  he  could  receive 
this  order  from  the  wiraess.  Then  besides  all  this,  we  have  tlw 
receipts  from  the  Exchequer. 

Lord  Chancellor.  *'  The  question  is  not,  if  by  some  means  oi 
other,  Mr.  Douglas  were  paymaster,  but  if  he  were  constitutcti 
paymaster  by  this  power  of  attorney  ?  Ic  does  not  appear,  whethci 
Mr.  Douglas  has  received  any  money  under  the  power,  and  in 
these  circumstances  it  seems  to  mci  tluil  the  managers  are  not  ea- 
titled  to  read  the  entry." 

Mr.  Giles.  **  My  lord,  the  managers  can  produce  to  you  to- 
olorrow,  the  attesting  witness  to  the  power." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.    **  That  will  be  material.** 

• 

Mr.  Adam.    Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand  writing  of  Lord  Melville? 
A.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  John  Winter  recalled. 

Lord  Suffolk.     Q.  Did  y  u  part  with  the  box  at  any  time  ? 

A.  The  papers  for  some  time  remained  in  the  box  in  my  office. 

Q.  Dicl  the  box  remain  there  when  you- were  absent  from  the  office  J 

A.  I  examined  all  the  papers  before  the  box  was  in  the  office. 

Q.  And  again,  did  you  cxamiiie  them  before  they  were  out  pf  yo^ 
custody  ? 

A.  1  did. 

Q.  Are  you  able  to  swear  that  the  papers  continued  to  he  in  your  p<** 
session,  all  the  time  the  box  remained  with  you  ? 

A.  Yes 
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A.  Yes,  certainly. 

Q.  At  what  time  did  you  separate  some  of  the  papers  from  the  others  in 
the  box  ?         '  '         '  '  , 

A.  On  the  morning  that  Mr.  Le  Blanc  was  appointed  to  come. 
Lord  Holland.    Q.  Was  Mr.  Le  Blanc  made  acquainted  with  any  thing 
respecting  the  other  papers  not  in  the  box  } 

A.  I  thought  it  right  to  inform  him,  that  there  were  other  papers  be- 
loDging  to  different  treasurerships,  and  that  they  were  open  ^to  his  io* 
fpection 

,  Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Le  Blanc  more  than  once  ? 
,-    A.  No.  I  think  not. 
^j"      Lord  Eldon.    Q.  Were  the  papers  not  shewn  to  Afr.  Le  Blanc,  exccpt- 
^  ing  on  the  occasion  you  have  just  referred  to,  always  kept  in  the  box  ? 
*^  I    A.  They  were.  . 

Mr.  Giles.  **  I  shall  now  bring  as  a  witnessi  one  of  the  clerks 
of  the  Bank. 

Mr.  Thovias  IVhittingham^  Clerk  of  the  Bankf  sworn  and  ex^ 

amined  by  Mr.  Giles, 

A  book  was  put  into  the  hands  of  the  witness*  \ 

Q.  What  are  you? 

A.  A  clerk  at  the  bank. 

Q.  Were  you  a  clerk  at  the  Bank  at  the  time  the  book  was  written, 
viijch  is  now  delivered  to  you  ? 

A.  I  was, 

Q.  Do  you  find  to  that  book  the  signature  of  Lord  Melville,  then  Houiy 
Doodas,  and  also  that  of  Andrew  Douglas  ? 

A.  Yes,  on  the  8th  of  August,  17'82.  .  -  '• 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand  writing  of  Lord  Melville; 

A.  Ido. 

Q.  How  do  you  know  it  ? 

A.  I  saw  him  write  this, 

Q.  For  what  purpose  did  Lord  Melville  aad  Mr.  Douglas  sign  that 
book? 

^d  Chancellor  (interposing).    Q.  Do  you  know  the  hand-writing  of 
M'-  Douglas  > 
A.  1  do,  but  I  never  saw  him  write.  ^       ' 

Q.  Have  you  corresponded  with  him  ? 
A.  No. 

Mr.  Archibald  Douglas  recalled  and  examined  by  Mr.  Whit* 

X  bread. 

(The  book  delivered  to  the  last  witness  was  now  put  into  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Douglas.) 

Q.  Was  that  your  father's  hand  writing  \ 
A.  Yes  it  was. 

Mr.  Giles.    Q.  For  what  purpose  was  the  entry  signed  ? 
A.  It  was  a  power  to  Mr.  Andrew  Douglas,  for  his  account  with  the 
&nk. 
Q.  What  is  become  of  the  original  power  of  attorney }      ' 
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No  reply  wss  given. 

The  Lord  Chancdtof.  "  I  think  the  entry  mty  now  be  rtad, 
to  sec  the  purport  of  it." 

Mr.  Rose  then  read  the  entry. 

Mr.  Thomas  WhiHlngham  recalled  and  examined. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.    Q.  Is  that  the  book  in  which  such  entries  ar^ 
tegulariy  made  f  . 

A.  Yes.  J\ 

Q.  Is  the  object  of  it  that  the  persons  at  the  fiank  may  know  the  haa^  ^g 
'Writing  of  the  party? 

A.  Yes. 

Q    Is  that  the  way  of  opening  new  accounts  ? 

A.  The  invariable  way,  my  I/>rd. 

Mr,  Giles.    **  We  ari  now  ^oing  to  prove  an  acconnt  sjOTci   s£ 
by  Mr.  Douglas,  stating  certain  sums  that  he  had  recelTed  from 
-thc/Exchequcr.** 

Mr.  Standert  recalled^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Giles. 
A  book  was  put  into  the  hands  of  the  witness. 

Q.  Is  that  the  book  cootainiog  receipts  during  the  pay mastefthrp  of 
ttr.  Doaglas  } 

A.  Yes,  it  is. 
'    Q.  Is  there  any  receipt  in  it  signed  by  Mr.  iDouglas,  then  paymaskrf 

A.  Yes. 

lord  Chancellor.    Q.  Are  you  aicquainted  with  liU  hand  writing  ^         ;i 

A.  I  never  saw  him  write. 

^r.  Archibald  Douglas  recalled^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Wkit- 

bread. 

Q.  Is  this  the  hand  writing  of  your  father  > 

(A  paper  was  delivered  to  the  witness.) 
:  A.  Ms.         ' 

Mr.  Giles.  <*  This  is  a-receipt^  mv  Lord,'  of  the  2d  of  Novem* 
ber  1782,  for  45,0001.  received  by  Mr.  Andrew  Douglas,  as  pay- 
master to  the  Right  Hon.  Henry  Dundas.  I  say  he  received  ir  as 
paymaster*  and  made  the  certificate  receiving  it  in  that  character." 

Mr.  Plomer.  **  This  is  not  the  proper  way  of  proving  the  cha- 
racter in  which  Mr.  Douglas  received  the  moneys  The  character 
with  which  be  was  invested  is  material  to  be  csrablished,  and  this 
must  first  be  proved  by  legal  evidence.  Surely  it  is  not  to  be  ar- 
gued that  (Ik;  receipt  of  a  man  is  evidence  against  any  one  bat  biite- 
self*  It  is  not  evidence  aeainst  the  noble  defendant  in  any  point 
of  view  in  which  it  may  ne  presented." 

Mr.  Giles.  **  I  must  set  the  learned  counsel  right  in  thiimat* 
ten  I  do  not  produce  it  aa  it  receipt,  but  as  a  certificate  which 
Mr.  Douglas  wm  bound  to  make^  atid  which  is  evidence  for  the 
purpose  to  which  I  apply  it." 

Mr.  Plomer.    '*  (Jail  it  ii  cenificate,  Of  a  r«ceipt«  it  is  only  a 
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written  decl^ralionyiin^  not  bping upon  oathjitcannj^t ^tte^t a tliird 
perspn  fn  a  caw  of  this  kin(J.  You  tnb^t  prove  every  ththg  against 
the  Noble  Lord  by  testimony  upon  oath,  excepting  tipbn  huch  pai'- 
ticular  cases  in  which  that  fortn  of  evidence  is  dispensed  with. 
This  is  not  proof  upon  oath,  and  cannot  affect  the  noble  de« 
fciidant." 

The  Lord  Chanccl)or.  **  Yoti  must  shew  that  Ke  made  that 
ctriificate  in  his  character  of  paymaster,  and  then  your  proof  will 
beadmittfd." 

,  Mr.  Giles.  •'  I  oflFer  the  evidfence,  haVin^  first  shewn  that  Mr. 
^  *  Pandas  had  appointed  Mr.  Douglas  Ms  paymaster,  and  in  that 
tharacter  it  was  necessafy  he  sliould  receive  the  money  in  the  Ex- 
chequer ;  for  the  TreastJrer  receives  nothing.  To  receive  the 
money,  and  tp  transmit  the  accounts,  is  his  necessary  duty  as  pay- 
poasten  Thisnhen  I  say  is  the  best  authenticated  evidence,  pro- 
ceeding from  Lord  Melville  himself,  for  he  is  Lord  MelviHe,  being 
the  representative  of  Lord  Melville.  It  is  the  duty  of  his  office  ttf 
make  these  acknowledgments,  and  he  thus  makes  them,  and  they 
can  be  made  in  no  other  way. 

"  It  is  yery  unfortunate  f»r  the  managers  that  your  Lordship 
ihoyld  have  decided  that  ^his  book  is  not  evidence  against  Lord 
Meh^ille,  the  book 'having  been  sent  io  the  office  under  Lord  Mel- 
viHe*s  own  authority.  In  this  case  the  usual  course  is  ptirsued; 
Lord  MelviHe  is  bound  by  his  act,  if  he  act  in  the  character  of 
paymaster  to  Lord  Melville. 

**  For  further  satisfaction  with  respect  to  the  evidence,  the  na- 
ture and  duties  of  the  office  may  be  explained  to  their  Lordships.^' 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  •*  For  what  purpose  do  you  produce 
Aebook?"  -     • 

Mr.  Giles.  **  1  produce  tr,  my  Lord,  to  shew  that  Mr.  Doug- 
las did  receive* the  money  at  the  Exchequer." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  •*  This  may  be^  conclusive  against  ^r.* 
Douglas,  the  question  is  if  it  can  be  so  with  regard  to  Lord  Mel- 
yftle." 

Sir  Samuel  Romtlly.  .  **  ^Jy  Lord,  we  have  proved  that  Mr. 
Douglas  was  the  paymaster ;  first'by  a  letter,  and  next  by  shewing 
that  Mr.  Douglas  had  acted  in  that  character ;  and  I  understood 
that  your  Lordship  was  of  opinion  that  a  letter  of  attorney  had 
been  executed,  and  the  instrument  was  couched  in  the  terms  con« 
uined  in  the  book.  In  order  to  make  this  evidence,  I  conceive 
ihat  it  was  expected  of  us  that  we  should  produce  the  subscribing 
witness  to  the  letter  of  attorney. 

*'  We  suppose,  that  haying  given  our  proof  according  to  the 
constitution  of  tlie  office,  viz.  that  the  paymaster  alone  receives 
aH  the  sums  for  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  we  have,  connected 
whh  the  other  facts  in  evidence,  done  what  is  sufficient.  All  the 
receipts  and  payments  of  the  Treasurer  are  in  fact  the  receipts  and 
payments  of  the  paymaster,  and  hence  we  say  thar  proving  these 
iiy  Mr.  Douglas  is  proving  them  by  Lord  Melville." 
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-   The  Lord  Chaatellor.    **  It  isadrnitted,  that  A.  B.  recctveis 
mm  at  a  public  office,  and  that  he  gives  a  certificate.    But  have 
you  DO  way  bv  which  you  c^n  shew  his  establishment  in  office 
rxcepting  by  this  receipt  I .  Are  there  no  forms  of  office  to  testify 
that  m  poiot  of  fact  he  was  in  that  character  ?" 
1    Sir  Samuel  Romilly.'    **  I  am  i^certaio  tf  I  be  competent  to 
f  atisfy  your  Lordship  in  that  way";  but  this  I  know,  that  the  proof 
we  have  offered  is  the  only  regular  mode  of  proving  tha^for  which 
yf^  contend,  and  if  we  attempt  to  do  it  in  any  other  manner,  we 
shall  do  it  irregularly*    )(  is  by  ibe  production  of  th6se  vouchers 
Ihat  the  proof  is  supplied.    The  receipt  I  have  in  my  hand  I  shall 
shew  to  be  subscribed  by  Lord  Melville.*' 
^   The  signature  was.  apmicted  by  his  Lordship. 
.    Mr.  Rose  then  read  the  receipt.    It  was  signed  tienry  D(|ndas, 
doited  the  10th  of  January  1186,  and  the  terms  were:--*^'  Received 
from  Archibald  Douglas,  Esq.  for  account  of  Andrew  DougUs, 
Esq.  late  Paynmter,  47551.  being  the  balaqce  in  his  hands." 

Lord  Ellenborough.  *'  Here  is  a  recognition  by  Lord  Mel- 
yilie  of  Mr.  Andrew  Douglas  as  his  deputy.^' 

Lord  Eldon.  *^  I  think  it  is  now  proved  that  Mr.  Douglas  was 
Ihe  Paymaster,  and  also  by  the  constitution  of  the  office  of  Pay- 
master, that  he  was  to  receive  the  money  from  the  Exchequer; 
but  I  would  ask  the  managers  if  they  would  consider  the  receipt 
4q  be  sufficient  to  charge  l^rd  Melville  with  the  money  ?'' 
^  Mr.  Giles.  *'  My  Lx>rdt  I  can  prove  that  it  is  so  from  the  con-> 
sritution  of  die  office,  and  the  manners  mean  to  ga  the  length  of 
/contending,  tliat  this  is.  proof  sufficient  of  the  payment  of  money 
to  the  noble  defendant,  for  the  purposes  of  this  prosecution.  Tlie 
jiresent  question  is  not,  if  this  testimony  be  competent  ta  establish 
-criminality,  but  merely,  if  it  be  admissible  evidence.  Of  itself,  ii 
cannot  estal)lish  criminality." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  *'  The  ^question  is  not,  if  civilly  Lordl 
Melville  would  be  responsible  for  money  received  by  Mr.  Dou- 
jKbSf.but  if  the  inao^ers, can  sufficiently  esublish  the  receipt  of 
4hc  money  by  Lord  JMlelvillc  ?** 


■    JiP-JX-,  I  J.  *J-3>^ 
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THIRD  DAY. 

•  •  •      t 

THURSDAY,    MAY    IST.  ^ 

IVlR.  Giles.    '*  I  will  now  produce  ibe  drigioal  power  diiffrt* 

» 
Mr.  Dyson  ru^orn,  and  examined  bjf  i^r.  Giles.  .    j 

Q.  Were  you  solkttor io  the  Admiralty  in  the  year'  1782? 

A.  I  was.        *  .1 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr^  Andrew  Douglas^  Paymaft^  tatkt' 

Right  Honorable  Ucnry  Dundas?  •    * 

A.  i  WHS. 

Q.  Do  yoii  recollect  being  desired  by  Mr*  Douglaa  lo  pan  a  patent  ? 
A.  I  do. 
Q.  Doe^  the  tritness  remember  providing  a  stamp  for  the  power  Of 

attorn«y  from  the  Hight  Honorable  Henry  Dundas  to  Mr.  Douglas?         ^ 
A.  I  do.  j 

Q.  Do  yoiT  remember  attesting  that  power?  '  '      f 

A.  I  have  a  verj'  slight  recollection  of  the  circumstance.  .        > 

Q.  Has  the  witness  any  doubt  that  he  attested  the  power  of  attornefl^ 

authorising  Mr.  Douglas  to  act  a«  Paymaster? 
A.  1  cannot  positively  say,  but  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  I  did.         ' 
Q.  IJie  question  4s,  if  you  have  any  doubt  of  the  fact? 
A*  1  can  make  no  other  answer.  t 

Cross  examination  by  Mr.  Plom^r.  > 

Q.  f  ask,  if  any  circuoMtances  h^ve  recently  brought  this  matter  to 
yoor  recoUection,  or  do  you  rely  upon  memory,  without  having  recourse 
to  written  papers? 

A.  It  has  occurred  to  me  from  the  paper  which  has  been  shewn  to 
me  this  morning? 

Q.  Without  the  assistance  of  that  paper,  should  you  h^ve  any  memory 
Af  the  transaction?. 

A.  I  shonld  most  probably  have  recollected  it  without  leeiag  that 
paper. 

Q.  Did  you  before  you  saw  the  paper  remember  it ;  w  rather,  were 
you  asked  the  question  whether  you  recollected  it,  before  the  paper  wat 
shewn  to  vou  ? 

A.  1  had  given  my  answer,  without  any  of  the  managers  being  eon« 
eemed.  ' 

Mr.  Giles.  •*The  managers  propose  now,  to  read  the  entry 
of  the  power  of  attorney  made  at  the  £xGbe<quer»  conceiving  this 
entry  the  best  prbof  of  its  existence.** 

Mr*  Plomer.  *'  In  order  to  do  this,  thev  rotist  establish  the 
face  of  che  power  being  executed  by  Lord  Melville  for  ihe  purpose 

K  fl  «uggcited. 


^^ggjl^sted.  :  We,Are,not  now  in  the  case  of  jl  witness  beia^she«v 

^  his  attestation,  and  declaring,  that  he  had  atte^ed  the  document. 

Jn  that  circumstance,  it  is  enough  that  the  witness,  looking  at  the 

,  papers  capable  of  assistii^g  bk  .memory,  dWare  it  to  be  his  attesta* 

\  tion.     In  that  mode  of  proof,  the  instrument  is  presented  to  thir 

eye  of  the^  court,  but  here  it  is  not  so,  we  have  no  signature  of  the 

npble  defendant :  we  haye  ho  evidence  to  establish  the  preliminai:]r 

^  fapt,  whether  such  a  paper  did  exist  or  not. 

•><  Witfe  thk  zeutltnidfi  wiH^tiot  take,  upon  himself  positively  td 
^  say,  that  the  tact  was  so.     The  f^ct  must  not  be  proved  by  the 
inclination  of  his  belief,  but  by  what  he  will  take  upon  himself 
positively  to  asseit  upon  oath/' 

Mr.  Adam.    ,"  The  recollection  of  the  witness  is  so  imptfrfeet, 
,  that  he  will  not  iindertake  to  swear  to  thc^  fact,  and  I  trust  yoii 
wtlljBOt  consider  this  to  be  that  conclusive  bviderice  to  admit  the 
sort  of  proof  the  honorable  managers  are  desirous  to  produce." 

Mr.  Giles.  *'  The  witness  says,  that  before  he  saw  the  paper, 
he  gave  the  stme  account  of  it  he  has  now  done  hefore  your 
Lordships.  Doubtless,  an  attesting  witness  of  a  transaction  t  wcnty- 
'  m  years  ago,  cdnnot  positively  speak  to  liis  attestation  without 
seeing  hti  tJWn  h^nd-writiiig.  He  therefore  adverts  to  it  with 
that  reserve  which  common  honesty  requires,  and  be  says,  that  he 
has  a  faint  recollection  of  the  business.  He  will  also  speak  to 
^be  place  where  it  was  transacted.  I  do  not  wisli  to  press  this 
^yond  its  4^c  bearing,  but  I  thmk  the  proof  adduced  is  suffix 
cient." 

Mr.  Serjeant  Best.    **  This  h  the  htit  evidence  jwrhith  die 
x^ature  of  the  circumstances  admits.    The  rule  of  evideticer  do^ 
not  reauire  what  is  .conclusive,  it  exacts  only  that  the  best  evi-    ^ 
dence  oe  brought  which  the  matter  to  be  proved  admits. 

.  **  The  learned  counsel  forgeia  that  the  wbncts  speaks  to  ihe 

.luiture  of  the  power  at  the  time  ^f  its  execution.     Indeed,  wh^C 

other  power  could  it  be,  excepting  that  now  referred  to?     For  if 

\U  chat  powtfrwhith  is  necessarvto  eontey  to  Mr.  Douglas  tlie 

authority  with  which  Lord  Melvflie  proposed  to  invest  him. 

*•  Then  the  memory  of  the  witiiess  is  refreshed  by  certain  pape^s^ 
Js  there  any  objection  to  this  ?  This  i&  the  usual  course.  i\\^ 
iirdinary  distance  given  to  a  witness;  but  before  hc^was  shewijt 
the  papers,  he  did  state,  that  .he  rcmemVerod  attestiiig  such  n 
power.  .  • 

'  *•  Then,  Mr.^Douglas  acted  as  the  Paymaster  of  Lord  Melville. 
We  need  not  cite  cases  to  shew,  that  if  a  person  act  in -that  parti- 
cular character,  it  is  evidence  of  his  sustaining  that. character. 

**  In  addition  to  this,' Lord  ^Melville  writes  a  letter,  in  which 
he  describes  (his  ^entf^man  as  his^ay  master  In  point  of  tact  he 
icted  as  Paymaster,  3hd"(Q6uli  not,  under  the  circunutauces,  so 
act,  without  sustaining  that  character." 

nije  Lord  Chai^cellor.     •«  What  distinct  acts  hay^  ^QM  *hf  ^n  . 
to  make  it  appear tliat  he  was  the  Paymaster?'* 

rMr. 
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'^Mr.  Giles.    '*  My  Lord,  we  have  the  most  satisfactory  ph>(if 

jA  to  this  particular.    As  it  tiow  stands,  I  think  the  clerk  of  the 

Treasury  who  produced  the  booky  spoke  of  Mr.  Douglas  as  havlnf 

acted  in  that  situation,  but  if  he  did  pot .  the  clerk  pf  the  Qalut 

31  did." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.     ^«  I  would  ask,  >rhat  is  the  ijate  of  thte 


IT 


.power  of  attorney  ?" 

Mr.  Giles.  ^*  It  is  dated, 


my  Lord,  on  the  24th  of  August;- 

1782." 
The  Lord  Chanciallor.     "  What  is  the  date  of  the  letter  ?**      ' 
Mr.  Giles.     *' It  is  dated  on  the  26th  of  August,  in  thesafoe 

year."  ^  .  ,  : 

By  die  desire  of  ^he  Lord  Chancellor,  the  commen^emtant  ^f 
the  entry  was  read^ 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  *«  1  wish  to  know  if  the  entry  yoisi 
propose  to  read  of  this  power,  has  the  name  of  Dyson  as  attesrin^ 
witness,  and  if  he  js  despribed  ^s  soficitor  to  the  Admirairy?** 

Mr,   Whitbread.     *'  Ic  is  eptered  oh  the  30th  of  August,  . 
.1782/*  .  ' 

Mr.  Dyson  recalled^ 

Lord  EUetibonUflfh.    Q.  Yoa  say.  you  reqoUeCl.prepanng  ^papc& 
jb  you  liso  rembmber,  that  you  were  attis^iag  witness  to  it  2 

A.  Mr  msvrer  went  to  the  attestation.   • 
fLdrd  Eldon.  Q.  Do  you  recollect  thexontents  of  the  4>owcr  ? 

A.  I  uoderstood  it  was  Xo  authorize  the  Paymaster  to  draw,  and4(» 
>eaable  him  to  do  the  duties  of  his  oiHcial  situaiioh. 

Lord  Suffolk^    Q.  Do  yau  t^ink  the  power  could  ha%  e  be<n  drawn  v(p 
-Jbr  any jjther  purpose?  *   ' 

A,  So,  certaioly  not.  , 

Mr.  Giles/  **  My  Lord^  Jive  have  ^undaat  evide^jce^  that  Mr. 
l>ot]glas  acted  as  Paymaster,  but  we  do  »oc  want  to  anticipate  thj^ 
jirooF.     We  can  shew  it  ^y  letters  from  Lord  Melville,  aud^  l^y. 
'^a«ch  other  testimony  eqaaliy  .conclusive." 

Mf.  Plomer.     *<  The  honoi-able  managers  seem  to  me  to  con-i 
ibtind  two  things,  in  themsfciyel  ^^r^cily  distinct  ^  ihp  character 
<rf  this  person  as  Paymaster^  .md  all  be  might  do,  although  never  . 
.iiBthorfzied  So  ^o  any  thing  beyond  it v  and  the  question  now  isi^  . 
,  if  he  had,  added  to  the  character  of  Paymaster,  any  other  authoritj^ 
of  atly  Icind  from  'Lord  Melville.  >  That  he  was  the  Paymaster, 
and  acted  as  such,  is  a  matter  I  do  not  dispute^  but  the  question  is,, 
if  he  were  authorised,  hy  Lord  MelviUe  by  any  power  but  that 
^jconferre^upfm  him  as  Paymaster. 

*'  This  is^a  separate  and  independent  enqiiiry  ;  and  on  the  other 

tf4e,  they  have  produced,  no  evidence  to  ihis4>oint.     Did  he  ever 

act,  hi  any  ode  thing;  which^  he  might  not  have  done  alone,  m 

his  character  of  Fay ro9iter^?    itfot  ^a  lialeof  pfopf  to  this  has 

rfaeen  addu<;ed. 

**  In  order  toprove^  that  .besides  his  pewer  as  Paymaster,  he  , 
was  ;lhe  authorized  attorney  of  the  noble  deiendant,  tliey  inusV 

6he\f, 
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uhtWf  that  the  instrument  by  which  ihi$  power  w^n  given  actatQjT 
exited »  and  was  executed  by  Lord  Mclvillcl 

••  1  did  suppose,  that  the  witness  'mi cht  ha Ve  had  hfs  reci^llcc- 
tion  refieshed  by  that  pap<;r,  but  after  all  this  assistance  had  heeif 
p^cn,  it  appears  to  me,  that  the  witness  tias  no  more  than  a 
ilotibtful  recollection,  not  a  positive  as^prance  of  the  fact. 

•*  If  all  the  facts  in  the  case  were  attempted  to  be  proved  by 
the  same  iiiicertein  resri^mony,  and  they  had  no  witiiesscs  but  sucfat 
os^rescmblcd  Mr.  Dyson,  Would  you  pronouuc6  a  verdict  otguihv 
iiponthenoWe  defendant?  .  * 

*•  You  fttust  have  positive  testimony,  before  jfliti  cart  convici 
any  man  It  is  said,  that  the  rules  ot  evidence  require  nutliing 
ifii|K>ssible,  and  th^t  they  have  given  reasonable  evidence.  Ttie' 
rules  of  evidence  do  not  vary  hy  distance  of  time,  or  by  the  dif. 
(ciilty  of  procuring  it.  In  tjie  cascof  ;he  death  of  a  witness,  they* 
Viill  not  aecessarily  be  let  into  secondary  evidence ;  the  evidence 
dies  with  the  witness,  and  you  have  no  means  of  supplying  it.  If 
^he  hqnor^ble  manager  supposes  v^e  have  treated  tlie  witness  im- 
properly,  he  is  extremely  misiafeen  :  we  only  gay  this,  that  after 
the  bes^  memory  he  can  exercise,  it  et^ds  in  doubt,  and  doubt  wiif 
mot  establish  the  fact  in  a  criminal  proceedtng/' 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  "If  any  noble  Lord  wishes  to  have 
farther  deliberation  on  the  stibject,  he  will  say  so.  I  have  formed 
toy  opiniofi,  and  the  question  is  this,  if  upon  tlie  materials  in 
pcpof^  this  entry  in  thelxTok  of  a  poWer  of  attorney,  shall,  or  shall 
not  be  read.  Whether  it  can  lead  .ultimately  to  aSect  Lord 
Mclvjlle,  IS  not  the  question,  but  if  upon  fhe  evidence  it  may  be* 
read.  This  entry  had  an  original.  Ttie  ftist  point  is  this,  Mr. 
Douglas  died,  his  papers  came  into  the  possession  of  his  widow, 
the  original  of  this  power,  after  diligent  search,  cafinot  be  found, 
but  an  erttry  is  produced,  dated  the  5?#tli  of  August,  1182,  whik:h 
contains  a  power  of  some^  sore.  Of  what  £ort  the  book  will  exw 
plaifi)  and  i  ai^k  the  question,  rf  the  entry  appeared  to  have  tbe 
attention  of  the  witness,  or  if  k  had  aot,  it  sliould  act  kfs» 
read.  '  ,  # 

•«  Then  thciTB  is  a  letter  frottJ  Lord  Melville,  not  referring  lor 
the  power.  This  is  dated  two  days  posterior  to  ihe  entry,  viz.  o» 
fhe  26th  of  August,  1782,  and  the  letter  states,  that  Mr.  Douglaa. 
was  Constituted  Paymaster^   . 

**  It  was  also  proved  before  Dyson  was  preaentod,'  that  there 
was  an  entry  in  the  book  of  the  Bank,  like  that  in  a  privatti 
biinkers,  where  the  party  put -down  their  names  to  give  security, 
^s  far  as  may  be;  against  ihc  consequences  of  any  fraadulcni  iiuH 
tarion  of  the  hand- wi king 

•*  Dyson  is  then  called;  and  he  is  not  shewn  his  own  attastation» 
for  the  oviginal  is  not  produced  to  refresh  bis  memoiy.  Suppose 
a  person  in  the  situation  of  an  attorney's  clerk  has  attesr<;d  five 
handled  imtruments,  and  being  in  cpurt,  is  asked,  **  Is  that  your, 
hatrd  writing  r'-i-^^  Yes,"     He  remeokbcrs  noticing  of  tl)c  irans^.  ^ 

avtiot^ 
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iccton  to  which  his  attestation  appears,  hut  he  says^  '*  Conscious 
of  my  own  integrity,  I  know  I  could  ao(  have  subsctibed  that. 
papcr«  unless  I  md  seen  the  signature  of  the  paity  applied  to  u«. 

*'  Then  the  question  is,  does  Mr,  Dyson*s  evidence  go  far 
;cnQBgh«  cpupled  wttfi  the  ciccums\ances»  to  have  the  entry  readf 
He  says,  he  cannot  swear  positively.  .He  does  not  say  he  had  no 
doubt.  He  is  then  asked  by  Mr.  Plomer  this  proper  question: — 
Mfad  you  any  otigiiial  recoHe^iion,  or  was  it  brought  to  your 
mind  by  the  paper  shewn  i  I  do  not  think  ic  would  carry  thb 
mauer^  if  his  first  iinpression  were  produced  on  the  inspection  of 
the  paper,  bot  this  is  stronger,  he  states  an  original  pecolleccion, 
which  is  fortified  by  the  paper.* 

''  Under  these  circumstances,  unless  any  noble  lord  think  the 
BiattQi:  requires  /u):ther  consideratioDt  I^sliali  give  my  opinion^ 
that  the  entry  ought  to  be  read." 

Mr.  Hose  then  rea<l  the  entry,  which  purpoited  to  be  a  copy  o£ 
the  power  of  attorney  under  which  Mr.  Douglas  was  appointed 
•Paymaster  by  Lord  Melville. 

The  attestation  was  also  read,  to  which  the  name  of  Dyson  ^* 
(eared. 

Mr.  Giles.  **  We  arcubw,  my  lords,  to  state  the  situattoii^and 
Aities  of  the  Pavmaster  of  the  Navy ;  for  although  these  appear 
in  the  reports  before  you,  it  wjll  be  more  correct,-  and  more  satis- 
fbreoiy,  to  receive  InrormatloA  from  a  person  acquainted  with  the 

'file  evidence  I  have  now  to  produce,  is  in  support  of  the  Ifirst 

and  tenth  charges.     The  first  charge  is  coropreheinled  in  the  tenth* 

the  latter  being  only  an  extension  of  the  former.     This  evideuce 

will  relate  merely  to  the  transactions  before  the  passing  of  the  aec 

:£<9  regulaiing  the  office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy." 

hlr.EtoTg^t  Fatnell  sworn  and  exaviinedij/  Alr.GUsM. 

Q.  A»  you  Accouulant  of  the  Treasurer  of  the-Navy  ? 

<A.  Mm. 
.     Q.  How  long  hare  you  held  a  situatixm  in  tkc  Navy  Pay  Ofiice  ? 

A.  Since  the  y^ar  1773. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  accountant? 

j\.  Since  173B. 
.  Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  the.  duties  of  ike  Paymaster  «f  tj»e  Kavy? 

A.  I  am,  my  lord. 

^.  Did  they  not  come  under  jctir  observation  as  accoonta&t? 

A.  No. 
*    X}.  IIowtheaareTouaequaiatcd  with  the  duties? 

A.  Ilavlpg  been  long  in  the  oillce. 

Q.  J)oes  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy  suprrs&tcnd  tlM^depafluijentsof  Ibe 

A.  Generally. 

Q.  Did  he  before  the  act  respecting  the  ofQce  of  the  Treasurer  of  tbe 
Mavy,  leceive  the  money  frost, the  Exchequer? 

.   A.  Yes.- 

^.  Dors 
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Q.  Doef  the  witpctt  kpoyr  Ijc w  many  sul>-accounUnb  there  wcrp  in  the 
TKavy  Pay  Office  be%e  17«5> 
A.  There  were  three  in  town. 

Q  What  are  the  swb-accountants^  how  do  yoff  deserib^fhfcwf 
A.  There  w  a  chief  clerk  and  two  cashiers. 

•  Q.  Were  those  ?who  were  officers  of  the  Nayy  Pay  Oflfte,  i&eptrsotti 
Cftocemed  in  makiog  small  payments,? 

A    Yea. 

q'.  D'li  theTreasucer  of  the  Nafy,  or  the  B^^ymister  iof^^mM  ppy- 
^^ftetvtiki  ■       .0 

A»  They  did  noU  :      .      , 

Q.  Does  the  witness  know  if  it  is  the  (Tuty  of  the  paymaster  fo  tr^u^mit 
money  from  the  Exchequer,  and  then  to  ^pply  it  to  the  Kavy  Pay  Offii;^, 
aiid  to  give  a  certificate  of  the  siim  so  received  ? 

A.  Yes,  to  the  Navy  Office. 

Q.  Do  you,  of  ybur  own  knowledge^  know  that  to  be  the  ooorse  > 

A.  Yes. 

Qv  Is  the  Navy  Board  a  si^erior  Board  f 

•  A.  Yes.    ^      ' 

Q.  Does  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ever  receive  or  pay  mOney  hin)sel^ 
-  ||K TreasuDtr  of  the  Navy  ? 

A.  No,  not  that  I  know  of. 

(1^  Could  Jie  hiake  payments  bimscilf  before  the  year  1785,  witJboot  your 
■  Inow  ledge? 

A.  I.wasnotaccountaijtt^en. 
.  Q.  Were  you'  accountant  during  the  first  trcasurership  of  torfj  Melville? 
A.  I  was  accountant  at  the  time  those  accounts  were  passed. 
Q;  Did  you  make  up  the  accounts  ? 
A.  Yes.     ■  ^   -      ■ 

Q.  Did  it  appear  that  the  Treasurer  had  received  <rf  paid  money;  a«' 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 

Lord  Eilenborjoiigh  rose  to  object  to  xht  eacaminatlon  of  the 
witness^  as  to  the  contents  of  papers. 

■  % 
•  ■  ■  t 

Cross  exdminaiion  by  Mr.  Plomer, 

Q.  What  was  your  situation  from  1782  to  1785  ?  w 

A.  I  wa^  junior  clerk  ? 

Q.'  Had  you  in  that  inferior  department  any  knowledge  or  experience 
of  the  acts  of  the  Treasurer  and  Paymaster  ? 

A.  Not  particularly. 

Q.  What  knowledge  has  the  witness  now  of  the  duty  of  the  Paymaster 
fO  transmit  certain  papers  to  the  Navy  Board  ? 

A.  1  know  it  has  been  done. 

Q.  Of  yottt  own  knowledge? 

A.  Yes.  •    . 

Lord  Eidon.    Q.  According  to  your  knowledge,  Is  the  Paymaster  of 
the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  appointed  by  power  of  attorney,  or  how? 
'     A.  I  do  not  know, 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  the  Paymaster  can  receive  any  money  from  the 
'Exchequer,  unless  he  has  authority  from  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  for 
that  purpose  ?  .  ^ 

A.  1 4o  not  know. 

Mr 
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Mf.'ffinioarik  cdlleddnd  eToniitiejJi/  Mt.  Giles.   ' 

Q.  Can  ibe  Pajrinatfter  of  the  Navy  receive  moneyi  nicest 'ttoder  a 
jkower  of  attorney  from  the  Treasurer^ 
A*  Certainly  not. 

•  Mrj  Osbome  Stander^rtadkd,  ktnd  exaiHind  asfoU(H0s  t 

Q.  What  situation  do  yoii  hpld  in  the  Na\y  Office  ?  . 

A.  Check^lerk  for  examining  the  Treasurer's  accounts; 

Q  Do  you  know  whether.il,  ^  the  duty  of  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy, 
ifheahe  receives  money  at  the  Jgxchequer,  to  transmit  a  certificate  recdpt 
and  some  document  to  the  Navy  Office  of  his  haviiig  so  received  the 
inoney  at  tfai^  Exchequer  ?  *  ,«  ! 

A .  I  conceive  it  to  be  so,  but  I  do  not  know  it  from  authority. 

•  Q.'  Is  it  the  constant  practice  of  the  Paymaster  of  the  )^avy  so  to  do ;  to 
send  a  certificate  of  the  money  having  been  received  at  the  Exchequer?  ' 

A.  his:-  •■••  •  ■' 

Q.  Where  does  he  send  it  to  ?  , 

'A^  To  th^Naivy  Board.  -V 

^.  Is  the  Navy  Board  the  superior  Board  ? 

A.  I  think  it  is.  . 

Q.  State 'for  what  purpose  that  certificate  is  transmittdd  to  the  Navy 
Board?  '    '  .  ' 

A.  IV)  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  the  sums  which  the  certificate  con- ^ 
tains. 

_         »  *   .  * 

Q.  Docs  that  acknowledgment  enable  tlie  Navy  Board  to  act  .upon  it? 
A.  Itdoes. 

•  Q.  In  what  way  do  they  act  upon  it  ? 

■  A.  By  assigning  bills  out  of  the  sums  which  are  received. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  assigning  bills  upon.the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  } 

A.  Upon  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy, 

Q.  Do  the  Navy  Board  i?ver*1iss1gn  any  bills  for  payment  upon  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  untiJ^  they  have  received  such  certificate  from  tfao 
paymaster^^  .         .*  .  .  ^ 

A.- No.  '•  ■'' 

Q.  I^he  transmission  of  the  certificate  of  the  receipt  of  the  Navy  Board, 
a  necessary  preliminary  to  the  assignmpit  being  madq? 
A.  Certainly.  •       . , 

* 
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Q.  \^hcther  In  drawing  for  money,  or  assigning  bills/  the  fioard  are  in 
aipy  measure  infiuenc.e^  by  applications  from  the  Treasurer? 

A.  They  are  influenced  entirely  by  the  Navy  Board,  and  not  by.any  ap» . 
plication  from  the  Treasurer.      " 

Q.  Does  the  drawing  for  money  upon,  the  {Exchequer  in-  faVQUt  6f  tJle 
T*rcasurcr,  originate  with  the  Treasurer,  or  with  the  Boards*-the  Navy« 
and  other  Boards?        •  ,,       ,  -' 

A.  With  the  Boards.    *.',   '  '/  ...  \-  > 

Q^  Does  the  amount  of  the  balance  ^,anyiiaiein:th^Treafuret^handf 
originate  from  the  acts  of  Xhe'dilferent' Boards  f 

A.  CerUinly.  .^.  ..  i   ,     ^ 

Qj,  Uninfluenced  altogether  by  the  Treasurer  or  Paymaster? 

'l  r 
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Lord  Cbanccllori -  Q.  Ts that  which  y<m  Innre  Mtti MVufi,  Home  m. 
answer  to  the  questions  ||  the  honourable  manager  the  Invailable  cMine 

.    A.  It  is. 

Q.  Do  you  know  it  to  be  90  ? 
A.  I  do. 

Lord  S^nl|o^.  Q.  .Whether  the  anmer  ]!00  here  lait  pHa  appDet  ^ 
Ihe  period  previous  to  the  passing  of  the  act  in  178  J }  .  ^. 

A.  It  applies  to  all  cases  before  and  subsequent. 

,  The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

•  The  managers  for  the  Commotis  then  proceeded  to  rcid  ftom 
the  book  which  they^  stated  contained  the  certificates  transmitted 
by  the  Paymaster  to  the  Nfvy  Bw^j^an  ci^try.iof  a  certifiiate 
signed  by'Mr^,i^bu|1sU,^*asTayinaste^,  in  fiis  omcial  ca^^ity^  \m 
abe.w  that  suc^  certificate  was  so  transmitted. 
THe  evidence  was  objected  to  by  Lord  Viscount  Melville^ 

Mr.OdpQrneStanderi  toas  then  c43Med  again  and  wmitxmiu^ 

*  *  • 

Q.  Pya  Pecf.   When  a  draft,  is  made  i)ntlie£xdl»cfmerftoiBi»e  of  the 

Boards^luded  to  by  yo^  in  your  last  answer,  what  is  the  authority  eilher 
from  the  Treasurer  of  4hel^aTy,  or  froai  his  Paymaster^. ^by^yiitaec^f 
which  the  Board  draws  on  the  £xchei[uerl 

A.  The  Poard  never, draws  on  the  fixchequer,  ,but  always  on  thf  Tret» 
surer  of  4hc  Navy';  the  Navy  Boards  writes  a  memorial  to  the  Trcasutcf 
of  the  Navy,  to  solicit  at  the  Exchequer  certain  tnms  that  are'ret|uiftd 
'for  ti)e  service;  so  it  is  through  the  medium  of  the  Treasurer » not  inunedi« 
>te!y  to  the  Excheqtier.  *  *    *.  ^ 

Q.  Have  you  seen  the  certificate,  whether  it  purports  to  ie  a  certificate 
of  a  Paymaster,  or  a  certificate  to  a  persop  acting  ^a^er.  ^.  |KOP«|jiC 
attorney?  /  '    '  "    '  ^  .;.  i-    •  '— -  *'      ' 

A.  I  have  the  certifitiate  now 'before  me,"  which  Is  signed  by.  Andrew 
Douglas/  who  acted  at  that  time  as  Paymaster  to  the  Treasurer  joi  the' 
Navy  ,     ;     .     .  .._',;       , 

« ^.^  Prbiit  a  Peer.    Is  it  his  certificate  that  he  has  received  it  as  atlomey, 
or  that  he  has  received  it  as  Paymaster? 

^    A.  He  does  not  mve  his  o^rti^cafeein  any  capacity*  he  merely  signs  hir 
name. 

Q.  By  a  Peer. .  Whether  itcoMtftowMtyotir  knowledge  that  wbep  the 
accounts  of  the  payments,  in  a  particular  pet  iod  are'passed^  the.T;^sl^pc 
sweaiv  to  the  accounts,  and  if  tiie  accounts  of  the  period  when  this  pay/ 
ment  was  made  to  Mr.  Douglas  have  been  passed^  whether  the  Ti^asurer 
of  that  period  must  »ot  have  sworn  to  the  accpubts? 

A.  That  does  not  come  within  my  kiKMrj^ge. 

Q.  By  a  Peer.  Do  you  know  wlicther  th^accoonts  of  that  period  hate^ 
aet^iailybeenpaflied?  •* 

A.  The  accounts  of  the  first  Thssorership  have  bee|i  pused. 

Q.  Of  that  period  to  which  that  certificate  le^? 
.'A.  TheaecoifiiitttihefirstTre^iQr^rshipispassedC  *]  ^ 

The  witiM:tf,»»  i£Kcted  to  wuhdnw. 

•  •'    •^^•-    •  •  •     ■  Mr. 
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_  '  1  f9     *■  I  ■  '         '  .      1    '  \  ■» 

-I    [Jf^f^^f'^^^  V^^^  f  tf?'^4  in  arid  examn^ji  4^s  fillcws  t    ; 

<t  By  a  P^en  Whetlier  it.MftiMs  within  your  ItMWl^e  one  wa^% 
ftlio  oilier,  H^iiheaorauntB  of  th^  finfeTreaaumf  hip  of  Lord  Metville^Mure 
^w have  not  l>eeo  passed  >  .      '^.';  " 

A.  The  final  account  pf  th<p  ^ntTre^^urenhip  was  delivered  to  the  ao- 
^fftn  fiw  that  purpose,  iftTebHary .'  ISOSi  *  I  hare  beard  that  they  m 
wed,  but  1  do  not  know  It    ^  •       • -^ 

Q.  From  a  Peer.    Fityni^wtibiA  did  you  receive  jour  ord.ers,  with  regard 
I  the  duties  of  your  office  ? 

A»  From  the  Treasupef  of^the  Navy,  ,  !     r* 

Q.  Arc  those  orders' delivered  tayoilia  writiiig?'     ^  *  ^*'    .        ''     * 
A.  No.  .  r   •:-^-  .  -         'V'-'     '"   ^* 

Q.  Howisthiscotnmumcationriiittdef^   -     '    :  :  /  :  ;i;'?f  r       •  <  i 
*   A.  Vertally.  _  .  r,^     -r 

Q.  Whether  the  verbal  communiciattons  areinsde  Mbre'Wiln^^ 
A.  I  do  not  remember  any  sucbi(i(£Ultistaooe»  ;o  ,  -  ♦.    •    ' 

,Thc  witness  was  dfcf^^ed  to  witlidraw. 

The  managers  for  the  Commons  and  the  counsel  for  the  ddF^n- 
Ant  were  then  informed  that  ihe  evidence  was  admfssiblc  for  the 
'  -par pose  propoaed ;  Whercvpon  an  entry  in  the  said  books  was^ 
«adaa  foUowsi      '    ^  ^'  "  -..-,.:• 

^'    •'     '  ^  ..V ^  -.^^  6th  of  November  l*lii. 

Received  at  hia  Majesty's  fixchequefr;  in  money,  out  of  jjie 
following  funds,  the  sum  of  4^,000  for  the  services  folfowihg,  \iz« 

^23,6^  <  8    7  out  of  the  money  pafd  ihto  the  Exchequer  by 

.by  Firederick  Vane,  £sql  Treasurer  of  Cheboi 
Hospital ;  and 
S1,SM  If    5  in  money  out  of.  the  sinking  fMd,  Aiin6  1782. 

45,00a    QO^ 

On  xht  head  of  wear  and  tear. 
To  pay  intefcsj  on  bills  of  Exchange  wages  -  j(3O,00D 

To  pay  bouoty  imprests  and  other  aervices  «i  ]  5»O0Q 


i«* 


The  followifl^  eiilries  Irom  the  same  book  tvere  also  read;  ^  ^ 

Received  at  his  Majesty's  Exchequer,  in  money,  the  sum  of 
BOiOOOl.  for  the  undern;)entioj(ie^€€^vi^es,  put  ofttie  €pntr|but;ioQ8 
Coannuities,  Anno  ITdij..      ,  .  . :    ,  >     *    <. .'» 

On  the  bead  of  wag^ 
To  pay-abips  and  recalls  -  .        :    •     :     /*4O,00Q 

To  carrv  on  recalls  oii  ahipo*  booki  paid  inthe  trea- 
eurenhip  of  Mr.  fiaire  -  •  *  10«000 

^       '         ANim5«  Ddt^eiAs. 

I.  ft  Noro^ 


i  » 


llcccivcd  at  his  Majesty's  Exchequer,  in  money,  oatof^^n* 
IribiitiQns  la  anfioitm,  Anao .  I7M,  the  totti  o^^'^lfttiiec^-tllree 
ihoufianci  «i|;hc<hui]<lred  and  thirty  pouodsi  «x  slritKligs;.vnd  trift 
penoei  for  the  sisrvices  following^  viz.  •  ^^    ♦  >  »« 

£|h  thip  head  of  wages.  ,  ^!     ;    jj 

Tb  pay  bduti^  money  and  other  ,       .    «.      ^     •  .<« 

.  j^eryices     .         -       .      -            /".iPfOOO  .  ' 
To  )>av  ships  and  carry  on  recalls 

in  tne  present  treasurership         /  90fiOO  •      ^    f'     "»'*''^ 

To  pay  ditto  in  .Ml.  Ellis's  Trea-  ^                 ' 

sorership        -               -  lOflOQ 

To  pay  for  subsistence  of  Amerioan  .  .         '  i     » 

prisoners            •              -  2,000               I      -^  > 

To  pay  for  subibc^ttte»  flee,  of  16^  ""'     "'^  '  f 

rpign  officers,  &c.  &c.  detained  *   '^'^ '  *  '     * 

in  England            -            ?     .  |5,000       ''    2  n    .w  ->:  ' 

Tppay  one  ^quarter'?  sj^lary  to  coi^-  •    H'  ^  •    -  ^..j  ^r  •     ^ 

missioners,    &c.    of   sick    and  ,. ci  m  .  1    .  >.v      <  f 

* '  j^ounded,  due  the  25th,  of  ,p^r  .  t^ ,    -        ,  .  ,fM  ,%  v-         > 

(Ocmbcr,  i782          -            -  830    6IO   ..,    M<',r.iija 

^  r  67,830    6  10 


e.        »    ♦ 


Op  the  h^iid>i$f  ^ear'aftd  «eaK'n  i  .v'  •  I 
T/>;pay  imprests  and  bijls  of  Ex^  <  •.  .  ;  !  1  ^V,.-  - 
"   c'hangcdne  lj^thapdjl7thinstp    ;       -  V    .'^.,  T    ^.OQPt 

.    11     K  /    li  9*^  tb« he^d^.of  oriliAari. 
To  pay  quarter's  salary  to  the  Lords     ^  ^  '  * 
^pfth^A(^ir^,Com^lisaionefS,  '  ,  >     s' '  •  *     ^^   *"-'  ^-^ 

and  officers  of  the  Navy,   due  ^ 

Sdthinsr.  .  r  r  ''  ll.OdO^';-^  5 


.r> 


Andrew  Douclms. 


/93.8.SQ*6    To 


I  « 


jl/r.  Osborne  Standert  recalled^  and  examined  as  fQllaws: 

* '  '        ♦        a 

Q.  From' a  p*cr.  You' arc  supposed  to  have  said  that  the  Treasurer 
of  th>e  Navy  did  not  r^ceWe  nnf  mbmrir  at  the  Sxokequer  hfnM^S;  but 
that  it  w^s  always  f eeeiyed  by  bis  paymaster  under  a  power  of  attorney 
by  him.    Have  you  said  so?  r    .  .  ., 

Q.  Is  it  Hie  uspal  course*  for  tbfcTrcasqrtt  of  the  Navy  to  receive  mpney 
for  the  public  service  in  his  office  through,  the  paymaster^  constitutied  i\% 
agent  hy  power  of  attorney  ? 

The*  «v jtoe^s  wfs  4ire9(39d>  (q  withdraw^ 


Mr.  JoJknfkinningkam  xpas  catted  in^  and  being  smarn,  was 

examined  asfollmos  : 

Q.  An  y^u  a  Clerk  in  the  Bank  of  England^ 


*I7 

•  .  •.     •  '  •  ■  ■      « 

A.  I  am  oiie«ifii^«fieaUeflii<  vgufdm^M  ttttlxe  Exchectoet  on  accipuot 

Q.  JSMr  ^^"wtee^wpdie  youtaMeadtoi&jtiie  p^olilM  Bank  of  Bug* 

A.  To  jeo«ne.4lL  monies  piad  iBt^the^noelpt'of  the  £x<Aoqiiffr»  anil 
to  pay  all  monies  issued  out  of  the  Exchequer^  with^veiyfew  exceptions.: 
Q.  Is  it  |f0ur  duty,  attending  as.olerk  horn  the^Bankat  the  £xdiequer« 
to  pay  the  moooy.  w^ab  ttjordered  to  keimprested  to  the  Treasurih*  of  the 
1    Navy,  or  to  his  paymaster*  .  .  '  ■     • 

A.  We  pay  the  nionc^y  to  the  Treasvrerof  the  KaTy^  in  oonseqaeocte  di 
an  order  which  we  receive  from.tbe  Teller's ollite,  ftom  whence  the  moii^ 
is  to  be  issued,  '  . 

Q.  Do  you  paythe.xnpney>to  the  Treasurer  of  the^ Navy >  Of  to > his 
paymaster?  >  .  i  .  .  '  •        r  ;  ;     •.  ~ 

A.  To  the  Treasurer  of  ^Navy  or  to  his  representativek  .      •  . 
Q.  in  what  mode  do  you  pay  the  money  «iCher«.U>  the  Treasuc«r<nr  tv 
his  representative?  i 

.^  -  A.  The  Tr^fnurer  usqally  Jak^  credit  for  the  whole  sum  to  be  so  iswed  ; 
but  Mog^times  k  happej^is  that  he  chuses  to  have  a  part  in  bank  notes,  m 
;  which,  case  wf  g|vQ  hiin  ci^it  for  the  remaiaing  sum,  after  having  paid 
•  himio much) ]«[ Bank .nolos.  :    * 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  ur.the  Bank  of  England ;  that  the  Bank  of  Eng* 
;^;^^]reJ|iim,<y^dit  for .%:>  much,  as  he  does  not  take  in  Bank  notes  ? 

A.  We  attend ^on  s^count  ^  the  Bank  of  England?  themodey  wta 
olaced  by  us  in  the,Baa,k  bpQkJpcthe  Goverapr.and  Company  of  the 
Bank  of  England.    I  conceive  that  we  represent  the  Bank. of  Engknil 
.  iPJbefiL  w«Lar^  thcf  e^^d^what^^  we|^ 
(X.  Do  you  know  this  book?'' 
A   I  j^w  i^  {{^fpftly .^Uj,  aifl  <iia(re  occi^ion^^^ 
Q.  Do  you'recollect  ever  giving  credit  to  Lord  Melville  as  Treasurer  of 
the  Navy,  or  paid  any  monej^^jy^jjie Jippli^ation  of  his  paymaster,  Mn 
Douglas? 
A.  Ithinkldo..  •;    .*..:.      i.  .  '         -    •      ' 

,C).  What  book  is  that  you  now  hold  in  your  hand  > '       * 
r  t:QAtr^^i«r^;M]e^'ErDa<uoecof  the.Nav/^  Bank  book  wherdn  the  credits 
aj«  entered.  .       '*  . 

Q.  .4fir^'$aft«ill!iii£h!the:Ti«a8urer'roceive8at  the  Exchequer^  and  is 
icredite([  for  at  the  Bank,  entered  in  thatf 


A..«7Jifiy«w^,a»/ew  yeanback;  it>  the  time  when  credits  were  gtvca 
^erc.  •  > 

Q.  TI^  question  is  to  the  period  antocedantto  theact  of  parttament^ 
,^3j^^vy}U6it9,4^I)^ .^ct  of  f»atlianient  the  credits^ were  entered  in'thia 
hook.     "        *  , .         -     • 

.     (2^  In  ivltoiur  custody  was  that  bopk^kopt?    : 

i^.  Ln  t^  ciiiSpdy^Qf  i^e  T^eaa»rer,i  appsehead^        -     ;     . 

Q.  By  counsel.    Did  you  ever  see  it  in  the  custody  af  the  Treasurer  ? 

A.  No;  but onJy-of  his  represeatatriie.  • 

Q.  By  the  managen.  Who  produced  thali^book  to  you  when  you  were 
at  the  Exchequ)^^ jt9  iiave.t^^  mon^  cE^dited  to  him? 

A\  The  'i>easurer's  representative,  who  came  to  receiv'e  the  money, 
>i«ia^y  brouglU|he  book  with  him ;  I  mean  the  person 'apt>^need  by  the 
Treasurer  oT  the  ffavy  to  transact  ti^t. business  at  the  Exchequer^ 

.5  Q,  Was 


A.  Mr.  Dovglasttsed  to  attend  the  Exchequer  Air  that 
.  Q/riieMtolite  «iitfy4*;tinttoQkof thr4t^ 

Q.  By  a  Peer.  First  ask  the  witness  whether  he  Im  mw  that  Ml 
Aom  tifl^tito  Ihnr  in  thf  fMMSBiQa  d£  Mr.rlkmglailisthechanidalr  of 
linyiDnBtartoLocd  Melrilfei       .        T  .     t 

•  i^  Tatbebestofnty^bcliBf Ihsve.^'    i.' 
. .  iQc  By  a  Peer^  .  I^k  att^  took  t  tao  ;3rou  twtat  )n^^ 

A.  I  havenodoabt  abont  the  book.  ' 

ii.  Q.  Aftcrtfae  credH  wns  AiteMd  in  tii4t  tarit*  wna  it  nettfrlwd  UhUt 
Bonglaa  the  paymaster  of  Lord  Melville. 

A.  I  apprehend  it  was  returned  immediatdj. 
^   .Q:  Diii7oi^.wlicn]ft>»fiiBde«btri^«rtiitM»i6i^bo6fc»|orit^ 

A.  immediately ;  as  soon  as  the  entry  was  made  I  returned  the  book.' 

Q.  By  a  haeu  Whatis  ybuT  reason  fbr  ikyhaff^ihi  apptehend itvas 
aeturned.>    .What  doubt  JuMr«^fo«  upon  it i^:^^ 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  at  all  about  it.  '  •     i 

'    Q.,  Beioto  the  year  1785»  and  while  Mr'^  Dobgks' wiHlie  lepmenlldfe 

of  Lord  Melville,  was  it  in. tke-conhe" of  business  tor  hvA  to caity  that 

>  book  which  lyott  have  in  your  hand  to  the  Excheqoe^,  to  liave  hh  eredils 

entered,  to  have  it  returned  to  him,  and  then  tOMcarry  It-  to  fbe  bank  lbs 

p  ^buiM  pili-pose,  and.  have  it  returned  to  him  there }     • :  (  -    ■ 

A.:  .Wbctievcr*  they  reeeived  money,  fh<^  tfsUiflly'  birtMtgfat  tkie^hek 
isitb  them  <to  the  Exchequer,  and  there  they  reeehred|  credit  for  the 
molMy/ociatpaxt  in  crodnt^whkhi^tfertbrf  pteated,  aiM%e  remaindefln 

Q.  Was  that  book  return^  Hfm  tho^  dbckftibni  tb  the  pdM  i4^ 

brought  it?  .     r   .         V 

A.  b  waa  tttflMdiaM^  rtt»Ms|l  to  ike  penoo  Wh6  btob^ht  K^ 

Q.  Is  the  entry  in  question  in  your  hand-wiiting  ^  •    •<     -      *'    ' 
A.  No,  It  is  not/     '         ^       .  J     .    .  ••     *,' 

Q.  Is  it  among  the  entries  that  belong  Id  the  BanlitD^Aiaket  ftnfcngfl 
those  that  were  made  at  the  Bank ?  •      .f      *r 

A.  h  ^pjears  to  be  amongst  the  entrM  repeat Uie  EathbqMr.  'A 
Q.  By  nunagers.    By  wkiM?     ♦  ..    ;.  •   i^    > 

^   A.  9yij^k»,mjmH  or  by  ooie  of  tbose'two  irh6  "tHetfA  %itll  mt^'   ' 
Q.  Who  are  rtiose  two  > 

4.  Baokcleiks  as  well  as>  myself.  • 
4    Q.  By  coooseL    Hare  jou,  independently  of  that  entry,  aajrfceMlM 
tioaof  ttiatfsct? 

A.  Ic&tt  bnly  say  that  1  havenotthe  smallest  donblof  itf  but  at'^ai 
Imroediale  leooHectidn,  I  cannot  undertake  to  sUte  that,  owing  to  it 
baing  so  lii^ny  yearv  back.  .   .  '^ 

Q.  Is  that  con^dent  belief,  of  the  ftct  Whteh  you  express  derivec 
Ctttirfly^  flop  the  entry  u»4Mt  book  ? 

A.  It  does  not  imjiwdiately  ^arise  from  the  entry  \h  the  book,  but  fitte 
some  recoilectioA  of  the  baosaction  at  the  time. 

Q.'  Cwl^^'O©,, without  that  book,  have  recollfected  either  die  mm.  01 
date,  w  any  particular^  resp^tng  it  ? 

A.  I  could  not  undertake  tp  do  th^t 


Q,  Witt  ymk  lotkat  tfcc  nexl  entry,  the  entry  of  tbe  S{|d  (i»f  NovemW/ 
IJH,  and  infcrm  the  court  whose- hahd-writiiig  ? 
;A.  Tkir  is  the ;hanii*wntiQg  of  one 'Mr.  )^«aben  Ettte,  <who  is  ao|)t 

dead. 
(t  Was  he  ooeof  the  Bank  cleito  who  attended  at  the  Exchequer  at 

tl^t  time  ? 
A.  He  was. 
Q.  lo  whose;  hand-wHtiag  is  the  entry  you  refer  to  df  the  «th  df 

Norember? 

A.  Id  the  same  hand-writing. 

Q.  :Are  you  well  acquainted  With  the  1iaitd<iwtitiiis  of  Mn  Seuhea 
Ettie? 

A.  Perlectl  J  well  with  both.  ' 

Q/  liefer  to  an  entry  of  the  I9th  of  December^  lf«3,  in  the  samebook^ 
bvboBe  hand  •writing:  is  that  entry  ? 

A.  In  the  same  hand-writing. 

Q.  Have  yoa>  ever  made  idn  entry  6f  the  same  description  in  dufbook. 
jwrself? 

A.  Two^  or  three  entria ;  {  beliete  there'are  two. entries  of  my  making 
of  tbeSth  of  November^  ilBUi  I  made' a  credh  to  the  treasurer  of  the 
Kary  Inr  39,0001. 


.     .1. 


^      •  \ 


The  witness  was  desired  to  withdraw. 

'  Jir^Jtfhn  Winter  re-calUd^  and  exfiviincd  a^J<dbms4    _  ^, 

Q.  Db^kn6w€hatbbok^    '  /  \,\\,^  "     ' 

A.  I  do.     . 

Q.  Have  yoa  had  possettslbA  of  that  book  ? 
A.  I  have. 

Q.  Where  did  you  find  fhat  book  t 

A.  Amongst  the  papers  of  the  late  Mr.  Dougl^/ in  t^fr  |possesaoa>f 
^vidow^  ^"  ^^,^__^    /' 

Q,  Has  it  been  in  your  custody  6vcr  since?* 
A.It4as.   •  ■-•    •        --^'    .   •  '  / 

.»    •  •         •  •       .  '     '  V 

«r,  Cknninghdm,  at  the  desire  of  the  a^xmsfl far  Iswd  MeltilU^ 
was  agfin  called  in^  ^nd  ex^tfUntd  usfaU^ms.    - 
''  .  •••-"•'■      ■  ■      ' 

''4trW%ether  the  proper  custody  of  the  book  was  that^  Ma.  Dsttgla^ 
srought  it  to  have  been  in  the  Bank?  '         .     i 

^  A.  Whenever  the  book^i^  uHcjn  froi^  th^  E<cl;ie<|uer*wc  fcnopw  nothing 
more  of  ii  Ofliciatly  ;  because  any  individual  can  bring  his  bank-book,  atidi- 
fceeiTe  a  credit  at  the  Exchequer  for  the  money  issued  to  him,  wheh  so 
ddne  he  takes  the  book,  and  we  see  no  mo^eiOf  ittili  he  comes  to  receive  t 

The  tidf  o£  the  tiook  was  then  read ;  it  appcfttcd  lo  be  in  \>m 


'*  01 J  account  of  the  Right  HonomMIe  Htntf  Dtodas,  fiani^ 
T782 — Dr.  the  Bank  of  England^.^wkh  the  Right  flonorable 
Henry  Dutidas^  creditor/*  

The  subsequent  entries  were  then  rc^, 

1782.  ' 

Not.  6th.    To  Mr.  Beldam,  R.  E.    -    •    •    iO,OOOl. 
22<J.    To  Mr.  Willis,     R.  E.    -    -    -^  47,0001. 

Dee.lDth.    To  Ditto.   *         Ettie.    -    -    -    90,8301.  Os.  lOd. 

■ 

Q.  Did  you  attend  as  clerk  of  the  Bank  at  the  Exchequer,  on  the  6th  of 
November,  1782?      ,  '  ' 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  to  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy  any  sum  in  bank  noitef 
as  a  part  of  the  sum*  that  he  was  to  receive  that  day  at  the  Exchequer? 

A.  Yes,  5,0001.  in  bank  notes. 

Q.  State  the  date,  the  pumber,  and  the  sum  of  e^ch  note.  What  is 
the  book  you  have  in  your  hand  ? 

A.  This  is  the  book  in  which  we  enter  all  notes  thai  are  issued  £Eom.the 
Exchequer,  on  account  of  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of    ^ 
England*.  .  , 

Q-  Is  the  entry  to  which  you  are  called  upon  to  refer,  in  your  own 
hand-writing  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  State  the  dates,  the  numbers,  and  the  sums  of  the  notes  you  paid 
to  Mr.  Douglas  on  the  6th  of  November. 

A.  No.  0.  lOOOl.  No.  10.  10601.  No.  Vl.  lOOdl.  Na  IS.  lOOOl,  No.  13. 
lOOOJ.  aif  dated  the  24th  of  October,  1782.     50061.  together. 

Q.  Is  the  note  you  now  hold  in  your  hand  one  of  the  nOtes  you  paid  on 
the  6th  of  November  to  Mr.  Douglas? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  but  it  is. 
.  Q.  What  number  is  it? 

A.  Number  12.       .  '     •  I 

Q.  Look  at  the  entry  on  the  22d  of  November,  1782,  in  the  same  bopi, 
and  state  whether  you  on  thjit  day  paid  any,  and  what  sum  in  hankaotcs 
to  Mr.  Douglas/ 

A   On  that  day  we  paid  to  Mr.  Dundas. 

Q.  fiyqoOnsel.    Is  that  entry  in  your  hand-writing  ? 

A.  It  is ;  we  paid  3,0001.  on  «ie  22d  of  November  toliOrd  Ktelvjille. 

Q.  By  a  peer.    Are  you  able  to  ascertain,  by  the  entry  c^  athtt^ 
i?isc,  thai  that  3,0001.  VfH  paid  to  Lord  Melville,  of  was  paid  to  Mr. 
Dougla«^  ^  .  * 

A.  I  apprehend  it  was  paid  to  Mr.  Douglas.  I  never  §aw  his  Lord^p^ 
attheofhce. 

Q;  By  the  managers.  State  the'  dates,  the  nUlnbeV^  and  the  W"™*  of/ 
the  notes  which  you  paidon^he  22d6f  NcK^ember.  *..'*.'' 

A.  The  notes  Were  paid  on  the  22d  of  N6vember,  }iS2^ 

Q.  By  counsel.    Is  that  entry  your  hand-writing  ?  ...      - 

^.    It  IS,'.     .. 


•     • 


Q.  By  the  managers^  *  Whai-isreltbe  dates  oT  the  notes^ 
A.  The  7th  of  November,  1782.    .       ;    •  • 

-^  '  Q.  Whs* 


m 

Q.  WJiat  are  the  numben  ?        '  «  *     ' 

A.  No.  312,  213,  aad  214,  each  of  lOOOl.  in  value,  ^    * 

Q.  Look  at  that  note ;  is  that  one  ot  the  notes  which  yott  paid  ontbat 
da  y? 
A.  I  have  no  doubt  but  it  is ;  it  is  No*  2124 

Cross^eTafnined. 

Q.  Does  it  appear  upon  your  book  th^t  those  notes  pai^  on  the  22d  ^ 
November,  were  paid  to  Mr.  Douglas,  because  fo\i  say  you  apprehended 
so;  d6cs  it  appear  from  the  book  that  it  was  so  I 

A.  The  notes  arc  written  off  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Dundas )  but,  I  appre' 
iiend,  that  Mr.  Douglas  received  them* 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  whatever  of  the  fact  ^ 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  at  all  of  the  transaction. 

Q.  Have  you  any  meitiory  of  the  transaction,  independent  of  the  t>6ok  ? 

A.^  I  cannot  say  that  I  itnmediately  recollect  the  transaction. 

Q.  What  is  your  reason  for  saying  you  have  no  doubt  of  the  traoiac*' 
tion? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  of  it,  because  it  is  my  own  act  arid  deed* 

Q.  What  is  your  reason  for  saying  you  paid  it  to  Mn  Douglas } 

A.  Only  because  Mr.  Douglas  usually  attended  on  the  business. 

Q.  Whether  the  other  entries  you  speak  to  do  not  specify  that  the  pay* 
ments  were  made  to  Mr.  Douglas  personally }  . .  • 

A.  Wherever  Mr.  Douglas'  name  appears  iti  the  bpoki  he  had  the  notes. 

Q.  Do  those  entries  contain  upon  the  face  of  them  that  the  payments 
were  made  to  Mr.  Douglas  ?    Turn  to  the  entry  of  the  6th  of  Kbvember. 

-A.  That  on  the  6th  of  November  is  entered  in  the  same  of  Mr. 
I>oaglas. 

Q.  Can  you  explain  why  the  entry  in  that  ease  should  contain  the 
name  of  Mr.  Douglas,  and  in  another  the  name  of  Mr.  Dundas  ? 

A.  It  sometimes  happens  that  both  names  are  made  use  of, 

Q.*  By  the  managers.    Were  the  names  indiscriminately  used  ? 

A.  They  were  usually  written  off  in  the  name  of  the  person  who  re« 
ceived  the  notes. 

Q.  In  fact  were  those  payments  of  the  dth,  and  the  other  of  the  22d  of 
November,  made  on  account  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 

A.  No  doubt  they  were. 

Q.  By  counsel.  Whether,  independent  of  the  book,  you  have  any  re« 
collection  of  any  instance  in  which  a  payment  was  made  to  Mr.  QouglaSi 
-personally,  and  it  was  entered  under  the  name  of  Mr.  Dundas  ? 

A.  I  do  not  immediately  recollect  any. 

Q.  By  a  peer.  Could  you  Kave  paid  the  money  either  on  the  0th  of 
Nbvember  or  the  22d  to  any  third  person,  to  any  person  but  Mr.  Dundap 
or  Mr.  pouglas  ? 

A.  Not  unless  he  came  from  the  Treasurer  of  the  ^avy*s  office. 

Q.  Should  you  have  paid  it  td  any  person  if  he  had  stated  that  he  came 
from  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  though  It  had  not  been  Mr.  Douglas? 
*    A.  Yes,  oar  authority  is  derived  from  the  tellers  of  the  Exchequer,  by 
whose  authority  we  give  credit  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy. 

Q.  If  either  the  Treasurer  in  person,  or  any  person  tha,t  appeared  to  be 
^uKiori^ed  by  him,  came  for  money  upOn  the  credit  of  that  Treasurer, 
jou  would  have  p^id  it  ? 

.    A.  Provided  he  came  from  the  Tellers  office  to  receive  on  accoUat  ^f  the 
Treasurer,  we  should  pay  him  the  money.  •  •   ' 


Q.  By  tbe  managen.^hat  autborlt^r shdrid  you  liaTe  Atinanded'floni 
tny  person  who  had  cbme,  stating  himself  to  be  deputed  oy  the  Treasure 
^f  the  Navy? 

A.  Provided  he  brings  the  bank  book,  we  ask  no  questions  #f  that  sort^ 

Q.  What  bank  book  do  you  mean? 

A.  The  Treasurer's  bank  book ;  any  person  bringing  th>f<  book  with 
him,  wi.th  an  order  from  the  teller^  of  the  Exchequer,  would  uoamediately^ 
teceiVe  Credit,  or  part  in  bank  notes,  as  he  thought  proper. 

Q.  Whether  the  person  to  iKliom.you  made  these  two  payments  of  the 
6th  and  22d  of  November^  had  in  fact,  that  book  in  his  ppssesspeii'atthe 
"time  you  made  those  payments  to  him  ? 

A.  He  brought  tl>e  book  with  him. 

^Then-  another  book  was  shewn  the  witnesst  and  he  wap  vkd 

what  book  is  that  P 

•3  A*  It  fs  tht  barifc'ntrte  book. 

Q.  Is  that  of  the  same  description  as  the  bpok  you  had  1^^  in  f  one 
hand,  the -bank  lidte  book  ^ 

A.  Exactfy  the  same. 

Q.  Is  the  entry  of  the  19th  of  December  'm  your  ^wn  hand-wiilingfl 

A.  It  Is  not 

Q.  In  whose  hand-writing  is  that  entry  ? 

A.  IbelievfeWEttie's. 
'    Q.  I>b  you  know  that  to  be  Mr,  Ettie*s  hand-writing  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  jt  is. 

Q.^Wasi  Mr.  Ettie  at  the  Exchequer  on  the  19th  of  DecembcCt  at  Ifar 
time  that  entry  was  made  ? 

A'.  Ka  ddibt  he  was. 

Q.  Arid  you  were  at'the  Exchequer  also  ? 

A.  I  apprehend  I  was,  but  I  cannot  take  upon  myself  to  say  4faat^ 

The  counsel  for  ViiBCOunt  Melville  objected  to  the  admiasibilitj  tf^ 

this  entry.— The  witness  was  asked 

By  a  Peer.    Q.  You  say  you  never  saw  Lord  Melville  at4b«£xciie- 
quer  yourself? 
A.  Not  that  1  know  of. 

*  Q.  Do  you  remember  during  the  period  you  are  speaking  o^  when  Mr. 

■   Douglas  was  Paymaster,  any  other  person  besides  him  bringing  that  Bank- 
book?    \     ^ 

•  A.  1  believe  there  have  been  instances  of  another  person  bringing  .tiio 
%6ok.  -    "'■ 

'■    Q.  Do  y(;>u  xemevnber  inatapces  of  otb^r  persons  bringiog  .the  Bank 
hboik  dunng*Mr.lDR}Uglas's  time  besides  him^^lf? 
'    A.  I  caniiot  charge  my  memory  with  that,  but  I  believe  it  to  beso« 

By  cbunsel.  Q.  If  other  persons  had  come  with  the  fiank  kook  tm 
ti^celve  the  moftey  On  account  of  the  Treasurer. professing  |q  ^ine  fros\ 
him,  would  it  not  liaVb  been  entered  tq  the  name  of  Mr.  Dm)d«s>or>Ms^ 
IDougias,  and  not  in  the  name  of  tlife  individual  who  came  ta  seceiv^ 

ft?  ■  '■'    ■'■•;; 

^.  The  payment  would' Jiave  been  i»  tb^  /j^i^epf  Uie  pcnopitr^feiyinf 
Ji ;  that  is  tire  Qsual  |nractice. 
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■        *  '.  .   -      • 

.  By  a  Peer.  Q.  How  doe»  it  happen^  that  in  the  entry  of  payments  i|^ 
flie  oame  of  the  person  receiving  them,  Mr.  Dundas's  name  should  have 
found  its  way  here  ? 

A.  Whet  the  name  of  Mr.  Dundas  has  been  entered,  it  hasbeeii  to 
correspond  with  the  credit  part  of  the  sum  which  was  issued  on  that 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Under  what  circumstances  can  it  be  for  the  purpose  of 
making  this  credit  correspond,  when  it  appears  at  the  samQ  time  that 
ilr.  Dundas's  name  is  entered  when  he  had  not  received  the  money,  an4 
ataoother  time  the  person's  name  is  entered,  who  actually  did  receive  the. 
money?  /■ 

A.  It  was  quite  an  usual  thing,  the  credit  went  regularly  to  the  Trea- 
mrer's  account ;  but  the  Bank  notes  are  frequently  written  off  in  the  namet 
of  the  person  who  came  to  receive  them  ? 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  It  is  then  to  be  understood,  that  whenever  Mr.  Dun- 
das's name  appears  there^  the  payment  was  not  made  in  Bank-notes,  and 
that  when  the  payments  were  made  to  other  persons,  they  were  made  in 
Banknotet? 

A.  When  there  were  no  Bank  notes  paid.  Lord  Melville's  name  only 
appeared  as  the  creditor. 

By  a  Peer.    Q.  Whether  when  Lord  Melville  was  first  appointed  Ti>ea- 
surer  of  the  Navy,  you  would  have  credited  his  Account  at  the  Bank, 
witiiout  having  a  power  of  attorney  authorizing  you  for  that  purpose? 
A.  We  do  not  give  any  credit  at  the  Bank,  only  at  the  Exciiequer. 
By  a  Peer.    Q.  Is  it  to  be  understood,  that  when  the  entry  appear»  in 
the  oame  of  Mr.  Dundas,  the  entry  was  so  made  under  that  name  in  con- 
*9i«nce  of  a  credit  being  transferred,  and  that  in  those  cases  Bank  notea- 
^vere  not  deliyered,  but  that  the  entry  in  another  name,  was  when  Bank 
mjtes  were  delivered  as  part  of  the  payment.  • 

A.  We  give  credit  in  consequence  of  an  order  which  we  roceive  froml 
the  t^ertof  the  Exchequer;  if  the  person  who  receives  the  money  wishes 
to  have  a  credit  for  the  whole,  the  sum  is  immediately  entered  in  .this 
Bank-book ;  but  if  he  chuses  a  part  in  Bank  notes,  then  the  remainder  only 
is  carried  to  the  credit  of  the  1  reasurer's  account. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Whether  there  is  any  entry  in  the  hanking  book  to  the 
credit  of  Mr.  Dundas,  other  than  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 

A.  I  can  only  answer  to  the  credits  ^hlch  are  made  at  the  Exche- 
quer. 

Q.  Confine  your  answer  to  the  credits  made  at  the  Exchequer.    Were 
there  any  other  credits  at  the  Exchequer  made  to  Mr.  Dundas  than  as 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 
A.  None  other  that  I  know  of.  : 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  You  have  stated  that  on  the  22d  of  November  you  paid 
ddOOL  in  Bank  notes,  the  dates, of  which  notes  and  the  numbers  you  havQ 
given  to  the  court,  do  you  know  whether  tliose  sums  were  entered  in  the . 
name  of  Mr.  Dundas  or  Mr.  Douglas,  or  either  or  them  ? 
«A.  1  must  beg  leave  to  refer  to  the  book.    On  looking  at  the  book,  I  - 
ste  that  on  the  2Ud  of  November,  1782,  30001.  was  paid  in  Bank  notes, « 
and  written  off  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Bundas. 

« Q.  Can  you  give  any  reason  why  Jthose  three  notes  of  10001.  each  were ' 
written  off  in  the  name  of  Mr.  Dundas,  when  you  say  that  you  never  saw 
5lr.  Dundas  at  the  Sxchequerj  and  therefore  the  payments  could  not  be 
made  to  him  ? 
«A«    Nq   particular   reason;    it  was  a  usual  thing,  for  them  to  be 
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witten  off  in  the  name  of  Ihc  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  ©r  of  the  peison 
who  represented  him ;  it  was  sometimes  in'  one  ^ray,  and  sometimes  la 
another. 

By  a  Peer,  Q.  Wh^ether,  under  whatever  name  those  entries  were 
made,  they  all  understood  by  you  to  have  been  made  on  account  of  .the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 

A.  Undoubtedly. 
^  By  a  Peer.    Q.  Whether  the  entry  in  the  Bank  book  on  the  6th  No*    : 
▼ember,  1782,  does  not  bear  on  the  face  of  it  to  be  an  entry  to  the  credit    > 
of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  as  well  as  the  person  to  whom  the  notes    « 
vere  paid  ?  f 

A.  Exactly  the  same ;  it  all  goes  to  the  Treasurer's  account,  either  ia    f 
the  shape  of  a  credit  or  in  Bank  notes.  ,  r 

Mr.  William  Heald  was  called  in^  and  being  sworn,  was       ? 

examined  as  follows. 

Q.  Are  you  a  clerk  in  the  banking  house  of  Messrs.  Drvmnionds? 

A.  Yes, 

Q.  Were  you  ^  clerk  in  that  house  in  the  year  1782  ? 

A.  I  was. 

ft.  What  is  the  book  which  you  have  before  you  ?  ■    • 

A.  We  call  it  the  waste  book. 

Q.  Have  you  written  in  that  waste  book  at  any  time? 

A.  i  have. 

Q.  Refer  to  an  entry  the  '^th  of  November,  1782.  Are  the  entries 
inade  on  that  day,  or  any  of  them  in  your  writing  ? 

A.  They  are. 

Q^  Is  there  an  entry  on  that  day  to  the  credit  of  .the  Right  Honorable 
]Benry  Dundas? 

A.  There  is. 

Q.  If  that  credit  written  in  your  hand-writing  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  What  is  the  amount  of  that  credit? 

A.  Six  hundred  pounds. 

Q.  Is  there  a  debit  on  that  day  to  the  Right  Hon.  Henry  Dundas? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  there  t«. 

Q.  How  was  that  6001.  paid  ? 

A.  By  «  Bank  nota  for  lOOOl.  letter  K,  No.  919. 

Q.  Who  did  you  receive  that  Bank  note  of  > 

A.  By  the  entry  it  appears  from  Mr.  Dundas ;  but  that  I  cannot  swear 
positively  to.        ' 

Q.  From  the  nature  of  that  entry  in  the  common  course  of  business  in 
.four  house,  whether  you  apprehend,  believe,  or  know,  that  Mr.  Duodas 
must  be  the  person  who  so  paid  tliat  note  ? 

A.  It  would  appear  to  have  been  brought  by  Mr.  Dundas,  but  I  cannot 
ywear  «o ;  it  might  be  frpra  some  other  person  immediately  from  him,  acd , 
cot  by  his  own  bands. 

Q,  If  the  payment  had  been  made  by  any  other  person  on  account  of 
•Mr^  Dundas,  other  than  Mr.  Dundas  himself,  woald  the  entry  have  beeo 
precisely  what  that  entry  is }  > 

'  A.  No ;  the  name  of  the  person  would  have  stood  at  the  top  of  ii^^ 
entry* 

QDocs 


85 

Q.  Does  any  name  now  stand  at  the  top  of  ilie  entry « drany  name 
pear  but  that  of  Mr.  Dundas  ? 

A.  None. 

Q.  What  became  of  the  4001.  balance  of  the  lOOOl.  note  ? 

A.  I  paid  the  difierence  in  Bank  notes  and  cash.  .  ' 

Q.  To  whom  ? 

A.  That  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to'^^ay. 

Q.  Was  it  to  the  person  who  appeared  making  the  payment  according^ 
to  the  entry  which  you  have  stated  to  be  contained  in  that  book  ? 

A.  It  was  to  that  person;  it  might  be  to  Mr.  Drummond :  he  might  have 
giren  ue  the  note,  and  1  might  have  returned  the  money  to  him.    I  had 
iostnictions  to  give  credit  for  6001.  and  to  return  the  difference  in  Bank' 
notes  and  cash. 

Q.  You  know  that  this  credit  was  entered  to  Mr.  Dundas  for  6001.  by 
Jlivself,  and  that  the  charge  was  given  of  the  Bank  notes  to  the  person 
i^o  produced  the  note  which  is  the  subject  of  that  entr^  ? 

A.  I  apprehend  that  to  be  the  case. 

Q.  Does  this  note  now  in  your  hand  for  lOOOL  corrrespond  with' the  ' 
note  entered  in  that  book,  a  part  of  which  was  carried  to  the  credit  of 
Mr.  Dundas  ?  . 

A.  The  number  and  the  sum  correspond. 

Q.  Is  the  number  and  the  sum  the  whole  of  the  entry } 

A.  It  is.    ' 

Q.  Is  there  any  other  book  belonging  to  the  house  of  Messrs,  Drum* 
nohd  in  which  any  entry  is  made  respecting  this  note  ? 

A.  There  is. 

Cross-exarnined, 

Q.  Whether,  independent  of  the  book  that  lies  before  you,  and  th» 
entry  it  contains,  you  have  any  memory  of  the  transaction  to  which  you 
have  spokea? 

A.  None. 

Q.  If  the  money  had  been  given  you,  or  the  note  brought  to  yoo.  by 
Mr.  Drummond,  whose  clerk  you  were,  with  directions  to  make  an  entry 
in  that  book  you  yourself  not  having  taken  any  part  in  the  transaction  at 
all,  would  the  entry  be  the  same  in  that  book  that  it  is  now  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  you  now  say  with  any  certainty,  whether  the  transaction  took 
Ulace  with  yourself,  or  whether  it  was  through  the  medium  of  Mr.  Drum- 
iiiond,  that  you  made  that  entry?  < 

A.  The  (entry  is  made  by  myself,  but  I  cannot  answer  who  delivered 
flie  the  money. 

Q.  Have  you  the  least  recollection  as  to  the  person  of  th^  noble  defen* 
4ant  having  come  to  you  with  any  such  note  I 

4.  Nbnc.  ' 

Jfe-examined. 

fi.  Whether  yon  ever  saw  the  person  of  the  noble  defendant  in  the- 
|»anking-house  of  Messrs,  Drummouds  ? 
A.  1  have.    ' 

a  Whether 


rQ-  VThtihet  you  crcr  nfm^ti  wy  monty  froi^i  ftic  hMni  df 5fr.  Q^fA' 

^3s  ta  place  to  his  eredit  ?  ; 

A,  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  answer  to  that  questioji. 

Q.  Whether  jpo  know  or  h«ve  any  recoUectjon  of  eyer  hay^iig  in  j$ie 
course  of  your  business  at  Messrs.  Drumnionds'  receiyed  any  sfxa  of 
money  of  any  description  at  any  time  for  tiundas? 

A    I  cannot  charge  my  memory  to  aa^wer  that  quiistioD. 

Py  a  Pren  Q.  Suppose  that  this  Bank  note  had  not  be«n  brp^ghtJby 
Mr.  Dnndas,  and  rtot  deliycred  to  you  by  Mr.  Drufnrponci  himself  or  ^y 
Ills  direction,  but  if  any  stranger  had  come  into  the  shcip  with  9  B^ft^k 
note'and  directed  you  to  put  it  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Dunaas,  would  the 
entry  have  been  the  same  as  it  is  now,  or  would  the  entry  have  coataioed 
the  name  of  the  person  brirtging  tiie  note  to  you  ?  , 

A.  It  would  have  been  the  same  as  it  is  now. 

Q.  Supposing  this  note  had  been  brougiit  by  some  stnivger  vfb»  h|^ 
directed  you  to  place  it  to  the  cn.'dit  of  Mr.  Dundas ;  you  are  supposcdjl 
bare  stated  that  the  entry  would  have  had  at  the  tpp  of  it,  the  naine^of 
that  third  person  ?  jj 

A.  My  question  to  the  person  would  be,  am  I  to  make  it  ref  ^ived  ^f  yw^ 
or  of  Mr.  Dundas  ?  If  he  had  said  of  Mr.  Dundas,  the  entry  wptild  stated 
as  it  did ;  if  he  had  said  of  him,  the  entry  would  be  d^dferci^t. .  ^ 

Q.  Whether  you  have  some  private  mode  either  prescribed  by  y^r 
principals  in  that  house,  or  some  private  mode  used  by  yourself  iof  y9ur 
own  satisfaction  that  you  may  be  able  to  distinguish  whether  the  reccfipt 
of  a  sum  of  money  for  which  you  give  credit  was  made  to  the  .persoa 
in  whose  name  it  is  credited,  or  to  some  other  person  ior  him  ?  ^ 

A.  Sometimes  I  make  a  private  mark,  but  not  generally  ;  in  tkc  huxry 
of  business  I  may  have  neglected  it. 

Q.  If  any  one  of  the  Messrs.  Drummonds,  i  partner  in  that  house,  and 
a  principal,  had  come  out  of  the  next  room,  and  brought  you  a  thousdad  1 
p*iind  note,  saying  carry  it  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Dundas,  whether  in  the 
iit*al  coirrse  of  your  business  yon  would  not  have  put  some  distinguishing 
mark  to  that  entry,  in  order  that  you  might  know  that  yoit  received  it 
from  some  other  hand  than  that  of  Mr.  Dundas  ? 

A.  !  should  not  have  nfade  any  private  mark. 

^.  What  is  the  private  mtitk  i^hicli  you  usually  make  ? 

A.  Shihctlities  1  matoe  the  letter  P.  to  shew  it  was  by  another  person. 

Q.  Ts  there  aiJy  P.  te  this  entry  ? 

A,  Nont?. 

il.  Whettier  tfiis  mtfy  statids  tn  the  fbrm  those  entries  usually,  if  not 
wni^r^lllt,  stand  in  these  books,  when  you  have  received  money  out  of 
the  hatods'of  the  person  to  whose  credit ihat  money  is  carried? 

A.  It  does.      '  ' 

Q.  In  what  manner  was  the  specific  sum  of  4001.  paid  which  makes  the 
bafencedf  the  10001.? 

A.  Three  hundred  and  eighty  pounds  in  Bank  notes  and  201.  in  cash  ;" 
one  Bank  note  of  401.  two  of  301.  four  of  251.  five  of  201.  four  of  151. 
two  of  101.  and  201.  in  cash. 

By  (counsel.    Q.  You  were  asked  whether  the  letter  P  was  not  Opposite 
the  entry  in  question,  to  shew  that  the  money  was  paid  by  another  person. 
Whether  notwithstanding  the  letter  P.  is  not  to  this,  it  enables  you  with 
any  certainty  to  say  whether  it  was  money  brought  by  Mr,  DuudaSj  or  by  * 
any  person  upon  his  account? 

A.  It  does  not. 

•  -  Q.  Though 
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Q:  l^Mgli  tlie  IctCtr  P.  is  not  Uvefe.  ^A  »eWrtibefaM»lt  iMgfat  W 

kought  by  some  otUer  person  ? 

A.  That  is  JMissiiife,  •  • 

'  1^  the  RMingen.  H,  Whether  on  taktof  tliat  book  tnfo  your  bind  mad. 
reading  tbe  dltf^nft  oiltiies  jovl  \fDuldnot  know  accordiogiotb^cannR 
«f  business,  that  entries  so  made  as  tbatis,  were  not  Aiadi:  where  pecsiNis 
[laid  any  money  ta  the  ered  it  of  other  persons  ? 

A.  "Ko;  I  camtiottake  upon  myself  to  say  thait 

From  a  Peer.    Q.  Whether  you  always  ask  the  oametrfra  pcrsoa  vJm 
onies  with  the  money  desiring  you  to  give  credit  to  another  ? 
'  A.  it  is  usual  for  us  to  ask  who  are  we  tb  make  it  roceived  of  ?  If  they  say 
of  the  person  to  whom  we  give  credit,  we  make  tfie  entry  asjlhid  is  in  mj 
hand ;  if  they  say  any  other  person  we  put  £hcf  name.  * 

from  a  Peer.  -Q-  If  the  nioney  had  becin  received  from  any  othorp^^ 
^,  than  Hin  Dundas^  wovldnot  youuithe  cOurs^iof  business^  h^egfl* 
#en  such  other  pernm- a  receipt,ibr  it  ? 

A.  Yes  we  usually  do  ? ' 

Q,  Is  there  any  book  or  document  In  your  custody  in  which  mch  m- 
«tiptiienteted  and  canty  fbus^f 

A.  None. 
'    Fmid  a  I'^er.   43|.  Whether  H  is  not  the  vsu^l  course  if  a  person  hrinfs 
money  and  desires  it  to  be  entered^  not  to  bis  own  credit,  but  to  ti^ 
dit  of  SBother,  to  give  tiiat  person  a  receipt  for  the  money  paj^d  in  i. 

A.  it  is  visually  doiie. 

Q.  Is  it  always  done? 

A.  No. 

<Q.  Wot-tt  donelnthR  parlScahir  case  ^ 

A.  I  cannot  charge  my  memory,  to  say  whether  T  g^ave  a  recdpt 

4*  When  you  gtvtf  any  receipt  to  a  person  who  brings,  money  to  he 
catered  not  to  his  own  credit,  but  to  the  credit  ofsome  othei*!  ^o  jfosn  aaStm 
2Xky  memorandum  of  a  receipt  so  given  ? 

JL  Bomefimes  we  mark  Uke  letter  R  onderneath  it,  «ometiiiiet  aot^  It  as 
not  a  generalniie. 

Q.  Whether  is  it  not  a  constant  custom  of  Messrs.  Drdmmond'*s,  ift 
tbeaccouivts  with  their  customers,  when  any  sum  of  nioney  is  paid  in  to 
ihe  predi^gl;liiAir  ciUtoAcrs  ri>y  aaothcr' person  to  give  a  JDOc«ipt  ior  ^that 
aum? 

A.  Certainly )it  is. 

From  a  Peer.  -Q.  When  yon  fender  an^^  account  to-any  of  your  <iss« 
lomers,  and  when  that  account  contains  vrectit*  to  sueh  ^tistomer  for  ioo» 
ney  paid  in  by  another  person,  and  n6t  by  himself,  bave  you  any  waste 
book  or  i>tlM  h«ok.  fcom  ^vhifiii  that  account  so  leodered  to  that  «i|stoiQfir 
is  copied? 

A.  ICfs  posted  ifita  the  M^^  "whicheKplaiMtheentry  in  this  took. 

Q^  ii*vey<>u  .^ot  any  kadger  applicable  to  this  particular  trafisactwn, 
lo  as  to  he  able,  by  referring  to  that  k?dger  to  ascertain,  whether  or  no 
the  account  of  this  particular  customer  wasin  any  part  fir  sums  not  paid 
in  by  himself,  but  by  another  ? 

A*  I  daresay  we  have. 

42*  Wonlti  the  ledger  furnish  any  Jight  upon  that  subject? 

A.  The  ledger  that  alludes  to  this  transactujn  will  not;  it  will  appear 
9B  if  it  were  received  from  Mr..  Duhdas. 

Q.  Would  the  ledger  ascertain  whether  this  i^OOOl.  paid  in  to  the  c^rp- 
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dit  of  Mr.  Dondas  \ras  paid  lo  by  him,  or  by  some  otlier  person  otthh 
account  ? 

A.  It  would  appear  by  our  ledger  as  paid  in  by  bimielf. 

<].  Supposing  it  had  been  paid  in  by  another  persop,  would  a  rcfcience 
fothe  ledger  shew  it  was  paid  in  by  another,  and  not  by  himself  l 

A.  it  will  appear  to  be  paid  in  by  himself^ 

Q.  When  you  render  an  account  to  ycur  customer,  do  you  retain  in 
your  possession  in  any  book  any  thing  from  which  you  can  see  what  ac- 
count you  haW  rendered  to  your  customer  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  What  is  the  name  of  that  book  ? 

A.  The  Ledger. 

Q.  By  referring  to  that  ledger,  should  yon  be  able  to  ascertain^  whe- 
ther this  sum  of  money  which  appears  in  the  entry,  to  the  credit  of  Mf. 
Dundas,  was  in  fact  paid  in  by  him,  or  by  any  other  person  ?..  ^i 

A.  It  would  appear  in  the  ledger  as  recdved  from  himself.  ^. 

Q.  Whether  in  fact  he  paid  it  or  not  ? 
•  A*   I  es. 

Q.  Looking  at  the  book,  you  have  said,  you  cannot  answer  with  cei^ 
tainty  whether  you  received  the  money  of  Mr.  Dundas  or  not ;.  can  yon 
speak  with  more  certainty  ffom  the  contents  of  anoUier  book  than  yoa 
can  speak  with  from  the  contents  of  that  book  } 

A.  No. 

Q.  Whether  Mr.  Douglas  at  anytime  over  paid  any  money  to  Messrs. 
Drummonds  on  account  of  Mr,  Dundas  ? 

A.  He  has.  ,     . 

Q.  Can  you  state  from  ^he  entry  now  lying  before  you,  the  probable 
entry  that  will  be  fcKind  corresponding  with  this  in  the  ledger  ? 

A.  There  will  appear  the  date,  the  word  received,  and  the  sum  GOOl. 
.    Q.  AVill  it  appear  from  whom  received  ?  • 

A.  As  from  himself. 

Q.  Is  it  usual  for  the  customers  at  the  house  of  Messrs.  Drummonds, 
when  they  receive  their  account  current  from  the  banking-house,  to  sign 
that  account  ? 

A.  Yes,  but  not  generally  so. 

Q.  Has  any  account  current  been  rendered  to  Mr.  Dundas,  compre- 
hending this  period  ? 

A.  I  cannot  answer ;  that  is  a  book  I  have  nothing  to  dp  with. 

Q.  By  the  managers,  •  Wh^her  it  was  the  practice  for  the  customers  of 
Messrs.  Drummonds  to  keep  banking-books? 
.    A.  Some  had  books,  some  had  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Dundas  had  a  banking-book  i 

A.  1  cannot  answer  that  question. 

From  a  Peer.  Q,  Whether  the  books  which  are  kept  in  your  banking. 
house,  containing  the  accounts  of  Mr.  Dundas,  have  or  have  not  in>m 
lifne  to  time  been  settled  by  Mr.  Dundas  himself? 

A.  I  cai^not  answer  that  question. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  TAomafBHckley  was  then  calUd  in,  and  being  sworn,  was 

examined  as  follows : 

Q.  Are  you  a  clerk  In  the  banking-howetrf  Messrs.  Drummonds? 
A.  1  am. 

Q.  Were 


Q.  ^tit  yoa  %  clerk  ia  that  house  in  the  year  1789 ! 

A.  1  was. 

Q.  Whether  there  are  entries  in  that  book  you  hold  in  your  hamd  in 
jour  hand«writing ; 

A.  There  are. 

Q.  What  is  that  book? 

A.  A  bank*book. 

Q.  Is  there  an  entry  theit  of  the  ^9th  of  November^  1782 1 

A.  There  is. 
'  Q.  1^  there  a  sum  entered  in  that  book  lOOOL]  paid  in  a  bank-note  ov 
that  day? 

A.  There  are  the  particulars  of  a  bank-iiote  K  2lSi  A.  C.  7th  of  Novent* 
%i|  ^>  lOOOl. 

rjt  J     Q.  Is  that  entry  in  your  own  hand-writing  ? 
A.  It  is. 

Qi  Does  this  note  you  now  h<^d  in  your  hand  correspond  with  that 
entiy  ? 
A*  I  believe  it  does. 
Q.  It  it  not  the  note  ? 
A.  I  cannot  swear  positively  to  that. 

Q.  Read  the  date  of  the  note  and  the  letter,  and  then  read  the  entry. 
A.  It  corresponds  with  the  entry  in  the  book  in  the.  number,  date,  year, 
and  sum. 

Q.  The  entry  made  in  the  book,  and  the  notations  upon  the  bank-note 
corresponding  with  it.  Whether  the  letters  A.  C.  marked  in  the  entry  in 
that  book,  are  meant  to  correspond  with  the  letters  A.  C.  marked  upon  the 
bank-note  itself? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Look  at  that  other  book,  do  you  know  that  to  be  a  banking-book 
belonging  to  the  banking-house  of  Messrs.  Drummond  ? 

A.  1  do. 

Q.  Is  there  an  entry  in  that  of  the  bank-note  you  have  in  yoor  hand  } 

A.  There  is. 

By  a  counsel.    Q.  Is  that  entry  in  yoor  own  hand-writing  ? 

Q.  It  is  not. 

By  managers.  Q.  Whether  the  entry  in  the  witness's  own  hand-wrk* 
ing  in  that  book  in  Mr.  Drummond^s  office,  correspoads  with  another  en* 
try  made  in  another  book  of  that  bank-note  ? 

A.  The  letter.^  number,  and  sum,  correspond  ? 

Q.  And  the  date  ? 

A.  The  date  is  not  entered  in  the  other. 

6y  a  Peer.    Q.  What  is  that  other  book  ? 

A.  It  is  called  the  bank'-book,  where  tiie  notes  paid  into  the  banking** 
house  are  oioaUy  entered  for  the  information  of  persons  that  may  coqif  Xi9 
enquire  afterootet,  jkMl,  stolen,  or  mislaid. 

Q.  How  do  you  describe  that  book  in  which  the  entry  in  yoor  own  . 
haad-writin^  b  contained  ? 

A.  We  call  it  the  bank-book,  it  is  the  book  in  which  every  note  that  * 
comes  Into  the  house  is  entered  in  the  evening. 

Cross-examined. 

Q.  Whether  is  all  casetthe  ledger  kept  by  the  backer  is  copied  from 
Ikt  vaito  booisy  and  cannot  be  mere  correct  than,  tli^  waste  book  itself? 

n  A.  The 
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A.  The  imte  book  bcing'thc  ongihal  uiitry,  Mtfie  hddk'Aw^ty^  ^ 
%b  i  tbtf  ai«b  bpoH  is  copied  from  the  waste  book«  and  from  the  caA  taikf  ^ 
it  is  copied  into  the  ledgef.  '     '^ 

Q.  Can  the  ledger  then  be  more  particular  with  respect  to  chtfU^tfror 
circumstances  of  any  notes  paid  in»  than  the  waste  book } 

A.  I  should  think  not.  '    P* 

By  a  Peer.    Q.  Would  the  waste  book,  if  it  was  re#rMI-to»  ^/i^J^ 
any  more  information  upon  this  subject  than  the  book  before  yoa  dbet^ 
r  A%  The  waste  book  is  the  only  book  where  information  can  be  had. 

By  a  Peer.    Q.  Is  it  not  the  practice  to  copy  every  night  from  the  wii 
book  into*  the<ledger>  in  order  to  see  Uiat  the  accounts  are  correct  ? 
.    A.  They  are  copied  in  the  course  of  the  day  into  the  cash  book^  and 
posted  in  the  course  of  the  day  into  the  ledger  from  the  cash  book. 

«    The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

« 

Mr,  JVm.  HeaU  was  again  called  in^  and  examined  as  /ollarvs  j 

Q.  What  is  the  book  you  have  before  you  ? 

A.  The  ledger. 
.  Q»  Is  that  ledger  your  own  band- writing  t 

A.  No. 

Q.  In  whose  hand-writing  is  that  ledger  ? 
•    A.  In  yUexander  Hope*s.  ' 

Q.  b  Alexander  Hope  alive  or  dead? 

A.  Dead. 

Q.  Are  you  acquainted  with  his  hand-writing  ^ 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Is  the  entry  on  the  29th  of  November,  which  yoa  will  see  tbercs  to 
the  credit  of  the  Right  Hpn.  Henry  Dundas,  in  the  hand-wriUog  o£Mr. 
Hope? 

A%  It  is» 

The  counsel  for  Lord  Viscount  Melville  objected  ta  thieeTideKe. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 
Mr.  Tk  Rippon  ufos  again  called  m»  and  examined  as  follows ; 

Q*  Are  you  an  officer  of  the  Bank  of  England  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  In  what  office  ? 

A.  In  the  cashier's  office  at  present. 
..    Q.  Hpw  long  have  you  been  in  the  Bank  of  Etigland? 
,    A.  Ever  since ihe  j-ear  1782. ' 

Q.  Were  you  then  conversant  in  the  mode  in  whiehthe  bank  comluct* 
ffl  that  part  of  their  business  which  relates  to  the  isHw  of  bank^nofecs  I 

A.  I  was. 
:^A"  How  were  the  bank-notes  at  that  time  issued  bf  the  Bank  of  Eaf* 
land,  distifiguished  from  each  other  ? 

A.  They  were  distinguished  by  being  made  out  In  different  booksy  «n4 
the  letter  of  these  books  war  marked  on  each  note. 

^  Q.  Did  it  ever  happen  that  any  notes,  l>earing  the  s%|pe  letter,  the 
same  date«  and  'the  same  nitmber,  were  issued  on  thetsame  d«y.  ?    r     . 
.    A.  Not  on  ifie'samt  day.    •-     •      .    . .  .^   ..^,   .  ^  ^^   ^^./  .  ,^ 

7  '     -  Q.  Whether 


it.  -Whetiier  aBj  nole,  exactly  corresponding  vrith  that  note  yov  ha?^ 

fOMf  hand,  in  letter,  date,  number,  and  day,  can  have  been  in  circola* 

i  in  the  kingdom? 

i»  Only  one  of  the  tame  kind,  on  the  same  day,  can  be. 

2.  And  must  that  ha¥^  ^f\  ^^-^^i  ^9  you  swear  that  there  could 

vc  been  but  one  of  that  dcscnptioa  J 

L  I  bftTe  no  doubt  of  it 
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mURTH  J>AY, 

FRIDAY,    MAT   2D. 


1  HE  house  being  resumed,  and  the  usual  proclamation 
"  the  Managers  for  the  Commons  were  informed  they  migb 
ceed  with  their  evidence. 

Mr.  Thomas  Oliver  was  called  in^  and  being  swom^ 

examined, 

Q.  Whether  you  are  now  a  clerk*  in  the  banking-house  of  I 
Dnimmonds } 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Were  you  in  that  situation  in  the  year  178?? 

A*  I  was. 

Q.  Was  it  usual  at  that  time  to  givh  the  customers  of  that  house 
Ing-bpoks  ? 

A.  Whenever  it  was  required ;  a  great  many  had,  and  some  had 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  Xprd  Melville  had  an  account  at  that 
tn  that  year  f 

A.  Yes* 

Q.  Had  he  a  banking-book } 

A.  It  appears  he  had  for  some  years. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  this  banking-book  f 

A.  I  have,  because  I  have  marked  in  the  ledger,  that  the  book  i 
at  a  aertain  period. 

Turn  to  the  entry  in  the  ledger  of  the  10th  of  August,  11 

Q.  By  counsel.    Whether  that  entry  is  made  by  himself? 

A.  It  is  not. 

Q.  By  a  peer.    Describe  what  that  book  is* 

A.  It  is  a  ledger  for  the  whole  year  1,782* 

By  the  managers.  Q.  Are  the  banking-books  of  the  different  cusi 
ef  the  house  of  Messrs.  Drummonds  transcribed  from  their  accoi 
that  ledger>  or  other  ledgers  like  that .' 

A.  1' hey  are  always  a  transcript,  an  exact  copy, 

Q.  Of  course  Lord  Melville's  account  was  transcribed  in  the  sami 
tner  as  other  customers' accounts  ? 

A.  ft  was. 

Q.  Have  yoq  examined  Lord  Melville's  account  with  the  accQ 
that  edger? 

A*.  I  have. 

Q.  It  is  wished  a  particular  entiy  in  Mr.  Dundas^s  account  of  th< 
of  August,  1782,  may  be  read. 


He  witness  read  sis  follows :  **  10th  August.  1782,   by  cash 
received  of  Andrew  Douglas,  Escj.  aO,OOOl.*' 

Q.  Read  the  entry  on  4th  of  Octobe?,  1782.  ; 

A.  October  the  4U)»  ditto  SOOL  5s.  2d»  -       . 

Q.  15th  November.  i  .     .''      . 

A.  Thel5thofNpvember,  ofditto232l.  14s.8d.  .     '     '     r^ 

Q.  Read  another  entry  of  thf  29th  of  November,  1782,  vhichis  the 
entry  that  was  yesterday  read  out  of  another  book,  which  was  sworn  to, 
as  being  in  the  hand-writing  of  tke  witness  then  before  your  lordships 

fjreooi,  . 

A.  November  20th,  received  6001.  j  .  > 

Q.  Read  the  entry  of  the  19th  of  December. 

A.  December  19th,  received  of  Andrew  Douglas  lOOOl. 

Q.  Are  those  all  the  entries  ftxim  the  commencement  of  the  account^ 
op  to  this  period  on  the  credit  side  of  this  account  ? 

A.  They  are. 
'   <}.  Is  that  ledger  of  tiie  fame  descnptioir  as  the  one  you  liad  in  your 
hand  just  now? 

A.  Of  the  same  descriptioi. 

Q.  By  counseL    Are  these  entries  in  your  own  band-writing? 

A.  No,  they  are  not.  *  '** 

'  Q.  Have  you  examined  them  with  the  waste-book,  or  "Vfith  Lord  Mel* 
vine's  banking-book  ?   ' 

A.  It  appears  that  I  have,  by  markin^^  that  the  book  agrees  at  the  end 
of  the  year. 

Q.  Whether  that  examination  in  this  case,  and  in  thecase  of  the  last 
book,  was,  with  a  banking-book,  delivered  to  the  defendant,  or  au  exami* 
nation  with  the  waste  book } 

A.  An  examination  with  the  banking-book  of  Lord  Melville.  The 
banking-book  is  a  copy  of  this,  without  making  a  reference  at  the  time  t^ 
the  waiste-book. 

Q.  Whether  you  can  now  say,  upon  your  oath,  that  you  have  yourself 
compared  the  banking^book  with  that  ledger,  so  as  to  be  sure  that  the  one 
is  a  copy  of  the  other  > 

A.  If  it  is  not  a  true  transcript,  it  must  be  an  error  hi  copying. 

Q.  Can  you  recollect  who  it  was  that  wrote  out  the  banking-book  for 
the  defendant? 

A.  It  appears  that  I  have  done  it  myself,  from  the  made  here.   . 

Q.  Is  it  to  be  understood  that  you  mean  to  say  that  the  bankmg-book 
you  delivered  to  the  defejidaut  was  a  correct  copy  of  the  book  before 
you?  .      ' 

Q.  By  a  peer.    Can  you  say  upon  your  oath  ? 

A.  it  is  impossible  to  be  more  particular  in  the  examination.  It  Is 
done  in  theusual  way. 

Q.  May  the  entry  of  the  2 1st  of  March,  1785',  be  read  agaio  in  ^e 
account  of  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dunda^r  '  * 

A.  March  21st,  by  cash  rec^ved  of  Andrew  Douglas  lOOOL 

Q.  Read  the  entry  of  the  nth  of  April.  ^' 

A.  nth  April,  received  5001. 

Q.  From  a  peer.    Is  there  no  name  ? 

4*  Noname» 

Q.  What 


.  Q.  t^fhat,  vu  the  balapce  of  the  accoo^l  ^  Loi;4  MelTUk  is  ^^ 
tcebUnt,)5n'rtienk)fmngairthe^hofNoTembcr,  1782,  before  the  itcdpH 
and  payments  of  the  day  began } 

A.  The  balance  on  the  morning  of  the  f9th  of  November^  appeait  to 
be  s^.  Ids.  lOd.  in  Hvot  of  Lord  Melville. 

Q.  By  a  peer.    Was  the  balance  before  the  accounts  opened  that  dSy  ^ 

A.  Yes,  before  any  thing  came  to  the  account  that  day. 

Q.  Go  on  to  the  21st  of  March,  1785,  and  state  -what  the  balance  of 
LordMettHle^s  account  was  that  day  before  the  payment  of  the  lOOOl. 

A.  The  balance  on  the  morning  of  the  31st  of  March  appean  to  be 
ISI.  l»s.  lOd.  in  Lord  Melville's  faror. 

Q.  Had  Lord  Melville  the  benefits  of  all  those  credits,  that  are  so 
entered  in  that  book  ? 

*A.  Undoubtedly. 

Cttfss-exaiihined. 


Q.  Can  you  recollect  whether  the  banking-Jxiok,  when  you  saw  U, 
m  the  possi'ssioQ  of  Mr.  Douglas  or  of  whom  else } 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  At  what  place  did  you  see  Jt^ 

A.  Al  Drurontt^da*  banking-touse. 
•  Q.  Did  you  ever  see  it  in  Lord  Melville's  ^r  Mr.  Dovtglas's  postem 

A.  Never  in  either  of  their  possessions  that  I  can  recollect;  it  is 
possible  at  this  distance  o(  time  to  recollect  precisely.  ^ 

Q.  The  balances  you  have  ascertained  now,  are  they  balances  that 
appear  to  be  struck  in  the  book,  or  bs^anqn  you  have  now  made  by  cal- 
culation ? 

A*  The  balances  are  not  ttruok,  I  have  summed  up  the  accoonls  om  eacii 
sidfs,  a|Kitba(t  appears  tx>  be  the  balance  at  that  period. 

Q.  From  a  peer.  You  hfve  stated  two  different  sorts  of  receipts  on  the 
credit  of  Lord  Melville ;  some  of  the  articles  are  entered  as  being  paid  by 
-Aodcew,  Douglas^  .Esq.  and  others  merely  stating  them  as  received ;  can 
you  upon  oath  say  by  whom  the  latter  articles  were  paid  ? 

A.  No,  1  cannot,  for  1  was  not  in  the  department  to  receive  iiioii«y.  ^ 

By  the  managers.  Q.  Whether  it  was  usual  to  deliver  the  banking 
i>ooks  to  the  customers  of  the  liousc  ? 

A.  To  the  customers  of  the  house  if  they  came  themselves  but  gently 
men  more  freouently  sent  than  came  themselves. 

.Q.  Was  it  the  custom  to  deliver  the  banking  book  to  the  persons  who* 
ever  came  for  it  > 

A.'  Whoever  was  seht  for  the  books  always  had  them. 

By  a  Peer.   Q.  In  the  year  17B2  and  1783  had  Mr.  Andfew  Douglas 
any  private  account  of  his  own  with  Mr.  Drummond? 
-    A.  I  will  turn  to  the  ledger  and  see,  but  I  do  not  rtcQlleot  any.    His 
name  does  net  appear  io  the  Alphabet. 

"Q.  If  hehad  bad  OQe«  would  it  not  have  appeared  in  that  ledger  ?' 

A.  Undoubtedly, 

From  a  Peer.  Q.  Did  you  ever  see,  or  have  you  an  opportunity  of 
knowing,  in  what  manner  Lord  Melville  settled  his  private  account  with 
Messrs.  Dmmnionds  when  these  balances  were  struck  ? 

A.  There  does  n^  leem  to  be  any  tettlemeot  from  (he  commence- 
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Bjr  s  manager.    Q.  Whdliev  » jcapy  qC  lord  Melville's  account  haa 
fvcr  been  delivered  to  him  ? 

.  A.  Theie  was  an  account  made  out  latel  j^  but  I  did  not  see  it* 
"  hfz  Peer.  Q  .Have  you  said  that  you  were  more  In  the  course  of  send? 
ing  the  banking  books  open  or  sealed  up  {  ... 

A.  We  do  it  both  ways :  if  a  person  brings  it  open»,  it  is  generally  ic- 
biraed  the  same  way,  but  it  Is  generally  sealed. 

Q»  How  were  the  payments  made  to  Lord  Melville's  credit  ettber  by 
order  or  by  check  ? 

A.  By  common  drafts  generally  payable  to  some  p^rsoD^or  payable  to 
bearer? 

Q.  Does  it  appear  that  they  were  ever  paid  to  Lord  Melville  in  penon^ 

A.  I  do  not  see  any  entry  to  that  effect  as  far  as  I  have  examined? 

Q.  May  this  be  put  into  the  hand  of  the  witness,  a  draft  of  Lord 
Melville  upon  the  house  of  Druran^ond.  Do  you  know  that  hand  writing? 

A.  I  luiew  the  signature  of  Mr.  Dundas  at  that  time,  but  I  never  saw 
hin  write. 

The  eoQiisel  stated,  if  it  is  any  paper  signed  by  the  noble  de- 
fendant, he  would  admit  it  directly. 

Ay  a  manager.    Q.  Would  you  have  answered  aiQhdnil  upoA  Lord 
MaLrtlle'i  account  not  signed  by  himself  ?  1 

A,  Not  onlesB  we  had  had  an  order  for  that  porpose» 
Q.  Did  you  receive  a6y  such  order? 
A.  I  cannot  answer  that. 

A  draft  w«a  then  read  as  follows; 

••Xandoni  the  ikhpf  November,  nSf,  payio  William  Bel!^ 
orerdcr,  MM.  steriing^^  to  the  account  of  Henry  Dundas.  To  Messrs. 
Sobarts  and  Henry  Drummond  and  Company,  Charing-cross.*" 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Are  these  drafts  still  in  the  possession  6f  MrJ  DrtMv 
mand?  ■        ■  * 

A.  Tbcy  are  now  incoutf. 

-  Q.  Byvsthom  are  these  drails  signed  ? 

.Q.  Arc  any  of  them  signed  by  Lord  MelviHa? 
A.  1  believe  all  of  them  are,  unless  they  are  partic^ar  orders  tbdnw; 
'1  have  n0t>€»amihied  them  lately. 

-  The  mniBesa  'waa  dirceied  lo' withdraw. 

Mr.  William  Heald  again  called  in ^  and  $x4Muned  as^^f^lhmi* 

Q.  What  book  have  you  before  you'? 

A.  The  waste  boo|^  of  Mr.  Drummond's  house. 

Q.  Read  the  entry  of  the  29th.  of  November^  1782  ?  \ 

A.  Received  oftheRig))t  Honorable  Henry  Qundas,  lOOQl.   I . 

Q.  Read  the  entry,  March  2i8t,  178^.  in  the  yr^t^.bopk  ? 

A.  Received  of  Andrew  Douglas,  Itsquije,  a  Bank  note^ofi^oOf.  and  a 
Bank  note  of  200|.  for  wkiiOLl  give  credit  to  Henry  Dundas  in  ioooi'. , 
,    Q.  Read  the  entry»  April  7th,  1783.. 

A.  Received  of  the  Right  Hooocafile  Ile^Qf^Duafi^s^  ^L  ior  which;! 
g^ve  him  credit. 
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'  Crossf-exmrnined.         »■ 

Q.  Whether  that  last, entry  you  have  matt/e  specifics  t^c  bslnner  iti 
•wliich  it  wa?  received,'  whether  by  Bank  notes,  or  cash,  or  in  what 
wav  ? 

A.  By  a  Bank  note  value  500l. 

Q.  Are  you  to  be  understood  now  to  say  what  you  did  yesterday,  (hat 
though  the  entry  .purports  to  be  a  receipt  from  the  Right  Honorable 
Henry  Dundas,  yet  that  it  might  be  so  entered,  though  received  from 
any  body  else  on  his  account  ? 

A.  It  might  be  from  some  other  person. 
^  By  the  managers.     Q.  Can  you  account  for  the  diflerence  in  the  led- 
ger when  compared  with  the  waste  book? 

Aj.  I  do  not  know  cJf  any  difference? 
'    Q.  Is  there  no  difference  ?  Wiether  "  received**  in  the  ledger  does  not 
mean  ft  was  received  from  the  person  himself  or  herself  to  whom  that 
credit  is  carried.  ' 

A.  It  does. 

Q.  Whether  it  is  ciuitomary  in  the  house  of  Messrs.  Droninic«K(s  U» 
charge  interest  upon  their  over-payments  to  their  customers  ? 
A.  It  is. 

Q^  lYhetheriuch  charge' was  ever  made  or  wduld  have  been  made  to 
Lord  Melville,  provided  his  account  had  been*  Overdrawn  in  the  Mme 
way,  as  it  would  baTe  bee|i  toother  customers  ^ 
A.  I  believe  it  would. 

Q.  Did  it  ever  happen  that  any  such  charge  W;as  made  in  \he  account 
of  Messrs.  Drummonds? 

A.  I  cannot  answer  that,  it  is  not  in  my  department  ?  * 
By  counsel.    Q.  You  are  asked  with  respect  to  a  corttps^riion  bciween 
the  ledger  and  waste  book,  whether  the  ledger  roust  not  necessarily  be 
general,  as  the  was^e  book  is,  soa  r^eipt  from  Mr.  Dundas  be  in  tl^e  ssLm^ 
terras  as  it  in  the  waste  book? 
A.  Itwoolii. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  If  I  paid  a  sum  of  money  into  Mr.  Drammond's  bank 
upon  the  account  of  Mr.  Dundas,  or  any  other  individual,  declining  to 
mention  to  the  bank  my  name,  whether  they  would  not  enter  it  as  re* 
ceived  by  Mr.  Duudas,  or  some  other  individual  ? 

A.  I  should  ask  the  gentleman  of  whom  1  was  to  make  that  received;  if 
be  said  Mr.  Dundas  himself,  I  would  have  entered  Mr*  Dwidas's  msnm 
ouly. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Whether '^•u  would  not  have  made  the.  entvy  of  pay* 
ment  from  Mr.  Dundas  himself  in  all  cases  in  which  another  person  pay- 
ing the  money  directed  yoo  so  enter  it  ? 

A.  Agreeably  to  the  direction  given  me  I  should  have  made  the 
entry.  • 

By  the  managers.    Q.  Whether  in  such  case  as  that  just  now  stated 
by  the  noble  lord  to  which  you  have  given  that  direct  answer,  yoti  would 
have  made  tome  private  mark  by  which  ydu  would-  hai'e  known  yourself 
that  there  had  bc«n  some  other  person  there,  and  not  Mr.  Dundas  ?    ^ 
A.  That  might  have  bnen  omitted  by  me.  \ 

Q.'  h  there  any  mafk  prescribed  in  the  ti^al  fbrtn  by  the  house,  that 
they  may  be  informed  of  such  payment  having  been  so'made  wbeo^tht 
same  of  the  person  irnot  delivered  in?  .  - 

^  None.  # 

Q,  la 
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Q.  Is  there  not  a  certain  marie  or  memorandum  made  by  the  letter ''  P^ 
inserted  in  the  books  upon  such  occasion  ^ 

A.  Sometimes  I  do>  but  not  generally? 

Q.  What  is  the  interpretation  of  the  letter  P  ^ 

A.  That  it  was  another  person } 

From  a  Peer.  Q.  Do  you  reeollect  any  such  instance  as  a  person 
coming  to  the  house  of  Messrs.  Drummonds  to  make  a  payment  of  tOOOL 
on  account  of  Mr.  Dundas,  and  desiring  his  name  might  not  be  inserted  at 
the  person  qiaklng  the  payment,  but  that  it  should  be  entered  to  Mr. 
Dundas?  ' 

.  A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  recollect  such  a  circumstance. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Whether  you  have  any  recollection  whatever  of  what 
did  pass  when  any  of  these  notes  were  paid  in  ? 

A.  I  have  not } 

Fiom  a  Peer.  Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  tha^  all  these 
notes  were  carried  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Dundas,  and  to  no  other  per* 

SOP? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that,  the  last  witness  could  inform  the  hou3e. 
The  witness' was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Thomas  Oliver  was  called  in  agantt  and  examined  as 

follows. 

Q.  In  case  over-payments  were  made  to  any  of  the  cnstomeis  of  the 
house  of  Messrs.  Drummonds,  was  interest  always  charged  > 

A.  Grenerally  charged.' 

Q.  Was  Lord  Melville  any  exception  to  that  rule  ? 

A  No. 

Q.  Was  he  ever  charged  interest  for  overpayment? 

A.  No;  he  was  charged  regularly  for  money  at  the  end  of  the  year. ' 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Is  it  not  the  practice  at  Messrs.  Drummonds'  house^ 
when  any  payment  whatever  is  made  by  another  person,  to  give  notice  to 
the  customer  of  such  payment  ?  / 

A  It  is  a  regular  rule,  when  one  person  pays  upon  anothtr^s  accoonti 
to  give  notice  of  i^  the  next  morning. 

?       * " 

Cross  examined. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  interest  charged  upon  the  noble  de* 
fcndant  from  January  17  86  to  May  1800? 

A  I  have  not  got  ih^  particulars,  bat«  by  referring  to  the  ledgers,  I  caa 
collect  It.  ,, 

You  will  refer  to  the  books  for  that  porpbse,  and  prepare  yourself  to 
^ ve  an  account  on,  a  future  day* 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  When  a  payment  is  made  in  Messrs.  Drummonds'  house 
bj  an  agent  on  account  of  his  principal,  is  it  custonsary  to  give  notice  to 
mch  principal  of  the  payment  of  hir  agent? 

A  It  is  a  general  custom,  unless  it  is  particularly  desired  not  to  be. 

Q.  Who  is  it  that  gives  notice  next  day  ? 

A.  The 'clerk  wb^  business  it  is  to  write  the  letters. 

Q.  How  does  the  clerk  collect  the  knowledge  that  it  was  paid  by  a 
third  party  ? 

A  He  collects  that  knowledge  from  the  entry  la  the.  cash  book. 

o  Q.What 
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Hf  What  inark  }^  the  entry  opmmuDicate^  that  IqMywkdge  to  tlir 
clerk?  '  ■  '         ' 

A.  If  Mr.  Douglas,  for  instance,  paid  in  a  sum  of  money  on  Mr.  Dqik 
das's  account,  it  is  stated,  iipr  ioetance,  Heary  Dundas  of  Mr.  Douglas. 

Q.  Supposing  the  person  does  not  chuse  to  give  his  name,  hut  only 
says,  I  bring  suc^  a  sum  foT  M^»  Dundas  % 

'^  A.  1  enter  it  in  his  nara^,  and  giye  him  cre4it  iior  it.  witfaoot  tpecsiy* 
ing  who  he  was. 

'  Q.  Are  you  to  be  understood,  tKat  in  every  case  vhere  a  person  jdom 
ttot  give  his  name,  there  is  no  notice  given }  ' 

A.  Certainly ;  there  is  no  notice  at  all,  where  the  person  paying  does  not 
give  in  his  name. 

'*Ql'  You  are  understood  to  have  said,  that  if  the  mon^y  is  paid  in  with* 
out  the  person  giving  his  name,  no' notice  is  given  of  that  payment  > 

A.  Certainly  not,  when  it  appears  only  in  the  person's  name  on  whose 
account  i^  is  received. 

a,  Then,  how  is  the  person  to  whose  credit  it  is  received,  supposed  evcp 
to  learn  that  it  ha^  been  sent  to  that  house  ?  .   ^ 

A.  The  supposition  is  that  it  has  been  sent  immediately  firom  that  pc^ 
An  by  a  messenger. 

From  a  Peer.  Q.  Do  yoa  infer  then  that  it  is  supposed  to  be  i^y  tl^e 
^rty  himself? 

A.  By  the  party  himself. 

Q.  Is  it  the  usage  of  the  house,  whatever  the  fact  be,  to  consider  the 
PfSr^n  paying,  who  does  not  give  the  name,  as  paying  on  account  of  tk 
individual  to  whose  account  the  money  is  to  be  placed } 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Leaving  tham  ta  settle  the  matter  between  them  as  they  think 
iproper  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q^  Then  where'  a  person  pays  a  $nm  of  mone^  without  givmg  bk 
name,  though  it  is.carrried  to  hia  Qwdit,  may  it  not  frequently  happen 
that  the  perK>n  to  whose  accoonl  St  is  carried,  knows  nothing  of  the  &ct 
till  his  book  is  sent  to  your  houfe  to  be  settled  ? 

A.  kmay  so  happen. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

J/r.  William  Mac  George  was  called^  and  being  szoom^  vtt 

examined. 

Q.  Are  you  a  clerk  In  the  house  of  Messrs.  Dnmmu>nds  ! 

A.  I  was  in  the  year  17  $5. 

Q.  Were  you  so  in  the  year  1782  t 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  bid  you  copy  the  letters  that  were  sent  by  that  house  to  their 
different  customers  ? 

A.  It  was  my  custom,  at  an  early  period  of  my  going  to  the  house,  ts 
a'^py  the  letters ;  afterwards  I  wrote  tkeui. 

Q.  What  book  is  that  you  have  in  your  hand  ? 

A.  The  UtttT  book. 

Q.  Refer  to  a  letter  written  in  June  nas,  which  purports  to  be  writt^ 
to  the  Hight  Honorable  Hf  nry  Dundas.  Is  that  letter  hi  your  hand  Mti* 
ting  ? 

A^  It  j#. 

Real 


*  ,  .  •      _  •       •   *■> 

IKkski  the  fbllowihg  entry  in  the  said  book  : 

*^  Messrs.  Drummonds  present  their  complim^^nts 
0  Mr.  Duadas,  and  take  the  liberty  to  acquaint  him,  his  accopnt 
itands  2953!*  13s.  led.  overpaid  by  which  they  apprehehd  there 
Boat  be  some  mistake*  or  that  some  money  has.not  been  paid 
n  that  he  expected,  and  therefore  think  it  right  to  acquaint  hina 

9f  it/* 

"  ajd  June,  1785/* 
Irhc  witness  "was  directed  to  withdraw,  *  * 

•        ■  -      •     * 

Mr.  Oliver  was  called  in  again  and  examined  as  follow^ , 

Q.  Was  interest  in  fact  charged  upon  that  specific  overpayment?        , 
A.  The  interest  was  charged  from  the  time  the  account  became  over- 

Mr,  Mac  George  recalled. 

Prom  a  Peer.    Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  return  any  answer  to  that  letter  i 
Q.  Not  that  I  luiow.  I 

The  managers  for  the  commons  stated  they  would  now  produci^ 
in  account  signed  by  the  noble  defendant  himself. ,  .^ 

The  counsel  for  viscount  Melville  admitted  it.  ^ 

The  same  was  delivered  in  and  read  as  follows  : 

**  Dr.  James  Nfewbe^ging,  to  the  Right  HonoriibU  Lord  AdW>« 
catecreditor,  1782,  Nov.  16;  to  debtor  Sir  William  Forbes,  for* 
By  bill  on  Lord  Advocate,  lOOOl." 

Mr,  George  Scott  was  ciilled  in,  and  being  sworn,  was  examined* 

as  follows  i 

Q.  Were  you  a  clerk  to  Messrs.  Moifat  and  Kensington  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  What  is  the  book  you  now  hold  in  yOur  hand,  and  is  there  any  en-' 
^  in  it,  in  your  own  hand  writing  ? 

A.  It  is  called  the  goldsmith's  book,  it  is  a  book  which  contains  the^ 
particulars  of  all  bank  notes  and  drafts  that  come  into  the  house. 

Q.  Is  there  any  entry  in  your  hand-writing,  by  which  it  appears,^ 
Aat  a  bank  note  for  10001.  K.  12.  came  into  the  house  in  November, 

A.  There  is  K  12,  24th  of  October. 

By  counseL  Q.  Are  you  the  person  who  actually  received  the  bank 
aote? 

A,  r«a»DOt« 

Q.  From  what  did  you  make  this  entry  ? 
A.  From  the  bank  note. 

Q-  But  by  whom  was  it  brought  to  you^  you  do  not  know  ? 
A.  It  was  received. 

%  a  Manager.    Q.  Is  the  bank  note  you  now  hold  in  your  hand  the 
■^e  from  which  you  made  the- entry  ? 
A.  I  have  na  doubt  of  it. 

o  2  Q'  D^ 
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Q.  Does  that  entry,  naAe  by  youi  €iuh)e  yon  to  say,  oa  what  aoxninl 
that  bank  note  was  paid  to  the  house? 

A.  It  was  received  for  a  bill  upon  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scot]and«r 

< 

The  counsel  for  Viscoupt  Melville  objected  to.  the  evidence*    ' 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  this  bank  note,  but  from 
wiidt  appears  upon  the  note  itself? 

A.  From  the  memorandum  upon  the  back  of  it,  it  was  received  in  payi 
xnent  of  a  draft  upon  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland. 

Q«  Have  you  any  knowledge,  who  that  bank  note  came  from,  except- 
ing from  the  hand  writing  upon  the  back  of  itf 

A.  Not  any. 

Mr.  Whitbread  then  stated  as  follows : — '*  Having  brought  the 
examination  down  to  the  17th'  of  April,  1782,  and  having  been 
called  by  the  counsel  on.  the  other  side,  to  depose  upon  oaih  as  iq 
a  part  of  the  articles  in  this  impeachment ;  I  beg  to  appear  in  the 
fbMtncur  of  a  wicoesst  and  upon  my  oath  to  aiErm,  that  I  heard 
"Lori  Melville  declare  on  the  iitb  of  June,  1805,  chat,  during  the 
paymastership  of  Mr.  Douglas,  he  became  possessed  of  the  public 
money,  to  the  amount  oi  40,0001.  or  thereabouts,  and  that  he 
further  declared  that  he  would  not  reveal  the  application  of  that 
money,  being  impelled  to  do  so  from  motives  of  public  duty^  pri* 
▼ate  honor,  and  personal  convenience. 

By  a  Peer.  ft.  Was  th^  answer^  so  given  by  Lord  Melville^  committed 
to  writing  ? 

A.  I  beard  Lord  Melville  say  it,  aQd  it  was  merely  to  save  the  time 
of  the  court,  and,  as  I  have  been  already  sworn,  that  I  swear  It.  Many 
Other  idtoesses  who  heard  it  might  be  called  to  proye  itl 

E^anmed  hy  the  Coufisel. 

Q.  How  long  is  it  since  the  honqrable  manager  heard  this  declaratiqa 
made ! 

A.  I  stated  the  date,  on  the  llth  of  June,  1805. 

Q.  Did  the  honorable  manager  make  any  note  at  the  time  of  the  wordj 
that  were  spoken  ? 

A.  I  di4  not  commit,  them  to  writing  at  the  time^  but  I  remember  the 
words  upon  my  oath. 

Q.  Did  not  the  noble  defendant,  at  the  same  time,  accompany  it  with 
a  positive  declaration  that  he  had  not  converted  any  part  of  it  to  his  own 
profitoremolumeut?  • 

A.  I  believe  he  did. 

Q.  Have  you  the  least  doubt  that  he  did  do  so } 

A.  As  to  the  express  terms,  I  do  not  remember  them,  these  that  I  hav^ 
ipoken  are  the  wotds  that  made  great  impression  upon  me,  and  which  1 
'  shall  never  fofset,  the  import  of  the  other  parts  of  his  speech  certainly 
was,  that  he  had  hot  applied  it  to  any  private  advantage  or  emolument. 

Q.  In  substance  i^  was  to  that  effect  ? 

A.  I  have  said  so.  ^ 

Q.  That  the  honorable  mana|B;er  has  no  doul^t  it  was  } 

A.  Ihav^saidso, 
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.  George  Swaffield  was  new  caUed^  and  being  stearn^  was  e^ 

amined  as  foUews; 

Q.  Are  you  not  now  an  officer  in  tbe  Navy  Pay-Office  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  How  many  yean  have  you  been  in  the  Navy  Pay-Oflke : 
•    A.  Sixty  yean.  . 

Q.  In  the  ear]y  part  of  your,  duty  in  the  Navy  Pay-OfRci^,  ,do  you  re- 
collect that  there  was  such  a  thing  as  an  iron  chest  kept  for  th^jiublic  ac- 
commodation of  the  office  ? 

A.  There  has  always  been  an  iron  che^t  in  the  strong  room,  as  we  <call  it 

Q.  To  what  use  was  that  iron  chest  applied  ? 

A.  To  lock  up  the  public  money. 

The  counsel  for  Viscount  Melville  stated  they  wooU  reterve 

dietr  cross-examination  till  the  witness  was  called  agaia. 

» 

William  Mackworth  Praed^  Serjeant  at  Law,  catted  in^ 
siporny  and  examined  as /o limes: 

Q.  What  have  you  in  your  hand  ?  ^ 

A.  I  have  tbe  examination  of  the  Right  Honorable  Lord  Viscount  Mel* 
viUe  which  was  taken  before  the  Commissioner^  of  Naval  Enquiry »'  on 
]die  5th  of  November,  1804. 

.Q.  Is  it  signed  by  Lord  Melville  ? 

A-  It  is. 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  depose  upon  oath  to  that  evidence  ? 

A.  Lord  Melville  was  sworn,  a^d  deposed  upon  oath,  to  the  contents 
/sf  this  paper. 

Cross-examined, 

Q.  Before  Lord  Melville  was  examined  before  the  Commissioners  of 
Naval  Enqiury^  had  any  notice  been  given  to  his  Lordship  of  the  points 
iSpon  which  it  was  intended  to  examine  him  ? 

A.  Certainly  not,  any  further  than  that  a  letter  had  been  written  be* 
lore  to  the  noble  Lord  with  respect  to  some  part  of  the  subject  upon 
which  we  were  then  making  our  enquiry ,  and  to  which  letter  an  answer 
had  been  received.  I  only  speak  of  this  from  having  seen  the  letter  in 
jthe  office,  and  the  answer  of  his  Lordship  to  it. 

Q.  Then  excepting  that  letter  which  1  believe  desired  a  production  of 
the  accounts,  no  intimation  whatever  was  given  to  the  noble  defendant  of 
the  points  upon  which  it  was  intended  to  interrogate  them  ? 

A.  I  think  I  may  say  certainly  not;  otherwise  than  as  the  precept  to 
which  perhaps  reference  should  be  had  will  shew ;  perhaps  I  ought  rather 
to  refer  to  that  altogether.  I  believe  it  re«iuired  nothing  more  than  the 
noble  Lord's  attendance  any  day  that  would  be  conrenient  to  him,  1  am 
not  quite  sure  whether  it  was  a  precept  or  a  letter. 

By  a  manager.  Q.  Whether  the  questions  were  not  submitted  to  Lord 
Melville  in  writing } 

A.  The  questions  were  written  down  and  then  read  over  by  the  secre* 
f2Fy  to  Lord  Melville  and  his  answen  taken  down  by  the  secretary  who  sat 
jpa  his  right  hand.  ' 

'  ft.  Had 


Q.  HuJ  Lord  MelviQe  an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  deposiliont  tie  luitf 
Jfrehf- 

A,  The  coorse  has  alwa^s^feccn  and  ^s  df>Vi^rved  with  regard  to  Lor^ 
Melville,  that  the  question  is  ftrtt  written  down,,  the  answers  taken,  the 
answer  read,  the  €{uestiOn  arid  answer  then  read  over,  and  at  ihf>  clo9^  of 
the  examination,  the  rwhofe  exammatloD  over  again,  and  the  es^imji&ant 
i»  desired  to  attend  to*  hear  the  examination  rea()  over  at  some  future 
day  or  on  the  same  day  if  it  be  a  »liort  examination,  and  then  sif  a 
k*  1  hat  course  was  observed  by  \jot<i  Melville,  the  questions  were  read 
over  distinetly,  and  the  answers ;  also  the  whole  was  read  over  on  ^e 
£cst  day,  and  on  the  subsequent  day,  when  it  was  in  the  form  in  wbich 
I  no#  hold  It ;  the  Whole  was  read  over  to  Lord  Melville  by  the  secretary, 
cmeof  the  commissioners  holding  the  fair  copy  and  after  it  had  bi^eH.^ 
lead.  Lord  Melville  signed  it. 

Q.  iiavethe  persons  opportunity  giren  to  them  of  altering  or  coirect- 
ftig  the  answer  they  had  given  before  theii*  Subsequent  sighing  it  ?  r 

A.  The  ^flneiBes' have  been  at  all  times  permitted  to  mjlke  such  alter^ 
atkms  as  they  thought  proper  on  the  first  day  of  examination,,  but  on  the 
second  day  no  alteration  has  b^eu  j^erhiitted  to  be  maHe  iti.tlie  traitsetipt; 
but  if  any  thing  suggested  itself  to  the  witness,  by  way  of  alteration  or 
correction,  it  has  been  written  down  upon  the  examination  so  transcribed, 
and  then  those  alterations  have  been  Signed  by  the  party  so  preparing 
tltetD*  and  also  by  the  commi);sioners  then  present. 
•  Q*  Did  Lwrd  MelvlMe  avail  himself  of  the  latitude  granted  by  the  Na-^ 
iral  Commissioners  to  amend  his  deposition  { 

A.  He  did  not,  if  be  had  it  would  appear  upon  this  paper. 

Q.  Whether  he  availed  himself  of  the  opportnnity  given,  of  correctipg 
his  deposition  before  It  was  signed  } 

A»  Certainly,  upon  the  /irst  day  th^  noble  Lord  availed  himsetf  o( 
shaping  the  answers  in  such  manner  as  appeared  eligible  to  himself;  I 
do  not  recollect,  that  there  was  any  thing  in  particular,  that  he  desired  to 
make  any  alteration  in.  He  did  not,  in  fact,  make  any  atteration  in  the 
second  examination,  as  transcribed  here.,  ))nt  iu  the  toursedf  the  iitst ex- 
amination the  turn  of  expression  was  sometimes  changed  by  thff  oobld 
Lord  as  he  dictated  to  the  secretary  ;  but  I  am^  not  aware  that  there  {• 
any  material  alteration  from  the  original  impression  of  his  mind  as  he  de> 
tiyered  it  to  us. 

,Q.  Had  the  noble  Lord* the  same  opportunities  gives  him  to  make  any* 
alterations  he  might  think  fit,  which  were  given  to  other  witnesses  } 

A.  Undoubtedly  he  had. 

By  Counsel.  Q.  Whether  the  answers  that  were  taken  down  from  the 
noble  Lord,  aftd  that  appear  in  that  )xi per,  were  the  answers  that  ha  gave 
instofUer  immediately  upon  the  question  being  put  to  him,  of  which  he  had 
no  previous  notice. 

A.  Un<l0ubtedIy  they  were. 

Q.  Do  you,  in  fact,  recollect  Jiat  the  answer  6rst  given  to  any  question 
put,  at  any  subsequent  time,  was  corrected  even  in  the  expression,  or^ 
words  of  it  ? 

A.  I  can  take  opon  myself  to  swear,  that  in  the  course  of  dictating  to 
the  secretary,  some  words  were  altered  in  the  phraseology ;  but  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  alteration  in  anything  material. 

Q.  but  do  you  remember,  in  point  of  fact,  that  any  alteration  of  any 
kind  did  take  place? 

A.  No,  otherwise  than  as  the  phraseology  might  be  altered  in  the  course 
of  dictating  to  the  secretary.  Q.  After 


.  Q.  Aftfr  it  l^d  htQjk  taken  dofra,  yn9^  asy  alteraltoa  made  ta  any 


A.  Aft^  it  had  beea  tramcritied,  1  am  net  awaie  that  any  d^eratioa 
was  made. 

Q.  Bjr  counsel.  Wiiether  the  qfuealtions  which  were  jmtto  fjsrd  NM- 
viUe  had  been  vrritten  duwn  prior  to  liis  Lordship's  attendance } 

A.  I  caooot  take  upoo  me  ia  say  with  positiveaess  that  every  ques^oa 
which  was  put  to  Lord  McUilie  was  written  down  ;  I  rather  think  they 
all  had  been  written  down ;  but  as  it  freqnentiy  occurs  io  the  course  of 
cxaminsOion  tbat  some  answer  leads  to  a  further  question,  it  is  itn-possible 
£9r  metosay  now  but  that  some  such  question  might  have  been  iotrodoceA 
in  coDseq[uence  of  a  preceding  questipDy  and  the  answer  of  Lord  Melvil^. 

Q.  HoF  loQ$  before  this  examination  had  the  questions  been  written 
down? 

A.  I  cajan«t  take.upon  me  to  say  how  long  they  had  been  prepwed* 

Q.  Was  it  the  day  oc  week  before? 

A«  I  cannot  speak  as  to  that  point,  because  «ic  eourse  has  been  to  meet 
in  the  mocning  fu-ior  to  the.  attendance  of  a  witness/ and  read  over  < he* 
questions  altogether ;  but  with  reg^d  to  framing  those  qneilians  i  camet- 
say 9  not  having  framed  tbem  myself  nor  heard  fron>  any  of  the  eommts* 
«ioners  when  they. were.prepared,  at wshat time  they  were  prepared. 

Q.  Had  you  seen  them  at  the  preceding  meeting? 

-A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  bad;  I  can  speak  posatively  that  Isaw  them  the 
same  morning  Lord  Mel viile  attended,  but  cannot  speak  to  having  sees - 
them  at  any  prior  time. 


Examvud  hy  the  Pteru 


t).  Did  Lord  Melville,  when  he  attended  uppa^theoMiuniss] 
pren  a  wish  to  have  further  time  for  consideration  of  the .  aaswarp  he  waa 
to  give  to  the  questions  ? 

A.  By  no  means,  no  such  application  was  made. 

Q   Was  Lord  Melville  allowed  to  seethe  q|iestipnt<pMipo9edtoiiimlb** 
^Ween  the  first  and  the  second  examination  ?  . 

A.  Certainly  not;  nor  was  there  any  application  that  I  am  aware  Q(f 
91a de  for  that  purik>se. 

Q«  Whether,  according  to  the  course  of  your  proceediJigs,  yau  efrcr 
grant  time  unless  it  is  asked  ? 

A.  We  have  in  cases  of  this  sort ;  some  objection  has  been  made  con- 
seroing  the  propriety'  of  some  persons  disclosing  matter  conceived  to  be 
committed  to  him  in  confidence.  There  was  an  instance  in  this  case  of 
Mr.  Antrobus;  we  gave  him  time  to  advise  with  counsel  in  order  to  be 
ttti)fied  whether  we  had  or  not  a  right  to  enforce  an  answer,  totlie  question; 
W  another  instance  with  regard  to  Mr.  Trotter ;  he  requested  time  Sm 
%  simitar  purj)ose,  and  we  granted  it.  * 

Q.  What  interval  was  there  between  the  first  and  the  second  examina- 
tion? 

A.  There  was  not  a  second  examination ;  it  was  a  second  attendOnoe^, 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  signing  the  first  examination.  I  think  it  was 
aa  iDterval  of  ^iree  or  /our  davg,  but  I  aru  not  sure.       . 

Q.  Had 
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Q.  Had  Lord  MelvUle  an  opfiortiiiiity  of  seeing  his  tnsweit  during  die 
interval  ? 

A.  If  it  is  meant  to  ask  whether  an  application  was  made  for  the  par- 
pose,  I  do  not  know  of  any ;  and  if  Lord  Melville  bad  made  an  applica^ 
lion,  lUiink  it  could  not  be  granted,  and  for  this  reason:  if  the  commit 
stoners  had  been  sitting,  and  Lord  Melville  had  come,  I  have  no  doul^ 
he  would  have  been  permitted  to  see  them ;  the  secretary  no  doubt  wonl^ 
liave  refused  him,  and  referred  him  to  the  board. 

Q.  Whether  you  have  ever  granted  time  to  persons  who  were  to  be  eym 
amined  upon  any  other  grounds,  than  where  it  happened  that  there  was^ 
4oubt  about  your  own  right  to  put  the  questions  ? 

A,  I  cannot  answer  it  with  certainty :  it  does  not  occur  to  me  at  preseiK- 
that  instances  of  that  sort  of  wish  for  delay  have  occurred ;  but  I  can 
Chat  in  the  present  case  no  such  delay  was  asked  for. 

Q.  After  the  first  attendance  was  the  witness  fumishttd  with  a  co 
of  what  he  deposed,  before  the  second  attendance  i 

A.  No,  it  has  been  applied  for,  but  has  been  constantly  refused ;  ar^ 
the  reasons  of  the  board  I  apprehend  to  be  this,  that  if  we  had  grants 
Mich  copies,  the  witnesses  would  have  opportunities  of  talking  with  oth« 
pec^le  on  the  subject  of  their  examination,  and  might  feel  impression, 
which  might  lead  to  an  alteration  of  their  evidence,  not  arising  from  the  li 
•wn  knowledge,  but  the  communications  with  othen. 

Q.  Would  the  witness  examined  before  you  have  been  allowed  to  take 
copies  of  the  answers  they  had  given  to  the  questions  ? 

A.  The  general  rule  has  been  not  to  permit  that  practice :  in  some  cases 
persons  have  desired  to  take  down  a  particular  question,  with  a  view  to 
give  a  more  satisfactory  answer  afterwards,  but  in  general  it  has  been  re- 
fused»  and  for  the  very  same  reason  for  which  we  have  refused  to  grant 
copies* 

Q.  Was  it  known  to  Lord  McTvilfc,  or  to  the  commissioners  before  the 
examination  of  Lord  Melville  took  place,  that  the  examination  would  in* 
voive  his  private  affairs? 

A.  No  such  intimation  was  given  on  the  part  of  the  commissioners : 
what  was  in  the  breast  of  the  noble  Lord  himself,  with  respect  to  the  ten* 
dency  of  this  examination,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  say. 

Q.  Was  it  known  to  the  commissioners  before  the  examination  that  the 
examination  would  involve  Jjord  Melville's  private  affairs,  or  did  that  only 
come  out  in  the  course  of  the  examioation } 

A.  It  was  certainly  known  to  the  commissioners  that  the  questions  which 
they  should  put  to  his  lordship  would  tend  to  disclose  some  pecuniary  con- 
cerns of  hb  lordship,  or  would  oblige  his  lordship  to  rest  upon  the  defence 
which  was  taken,  namely,  that  he  did  not  chusc  to  disclose  certain  cir- 
cumstances on  account  of  the  clause  in  the  statute ;  but  as  the  question, 
went  to  discover  from  his  lordship  what  use  had  been  made  of  the  money, 
and  whether  that  use  had  been  converted  to  his  own  advantage,  necessarily 
these  questions  must  lead  to  the  disclosure  of  something  which  might  be  of 
a  private  nature,  inasmuch  as  the  advantage  made  of  the  money,  if  any 
such  had  taken  place,  would  be  private. 

Q.  Had  any  of  the  witnesses  who  were  examined  on  the  first  day,  and 
had  given  their  answers,  ap  opportunity  given  to  them  of  examining  those 
answers  they  had  so  given  before  the  second  day,  when  they  were  called 
upon  to  sign  them  ? 

A.  f  have 
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A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  application  having  been  made ;  - 1 
think  it  would  have  been  refased  by  the  secretary,  if  any  such  applica- 
tion had  been  made  to  hiro,  whatever  might  have  been  s^id  by  the  Boards 
if  an  application  had  been  made  to  them. 

Q.  Was  any  such  notice  given  to  the  party  on  the  first  day,  that  he 
night  have  an  opportunity  of  having  recourse  to  his  answers? 

A-  The  usual  course  has  been  before  the  evidence  taken  down  has  been 
read  over  for  the  last  time,  on  the  first  day,  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
cxaminant  to  the  answers  he  has  given,  and  to  request  that  if  he  saw  any 
thing  that  he  wished  to  alter,  he  would  do  it.  I  will  not  charge  my 
ipemory  positively  that  this  took  place  in  the  case  of  Lord  Melville,  btft 
I  should  rather  think  that  it  did.- 

Q.  The  question  is  whether  the  secretary  gave  notice  to  the  examinant 
the  first  day,  that  he  might  have  that  opportunity  on  the  second  day  > 

A.  No,  the  secretary  has  never  given  auy  spch  notice  that  I  know  of. 

Q.  Is  that  paper  an  exact  copy  of  the  original  examination  of  Lord 
Melville?  • 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  an  exact  copy;  for  the  original  evidence,  aa 
taken  upon  the  first  day,  was  in  the  hands  of  one  of  the  members  of  the 
board,  while  this  was  read  over  by  the  secretary,  and  upon  all  occasions 
fhe  transcript  has  been  so  compared,  since  I  hav«  been  a  member  of  that 
board. 

Q.  Whether  you  can  recollect  any  instance  in  whjcii  the  fair  copy  of 
the  examination  was  not  an  exact  copy  of  the  rough .  draft  taken  at  the 
time  of  the  examination  ?  -         .         .         ' 

A.  I  apprehend  1  am  aware  of  the  allusion :  I  think  it  alludes  to  an  ex«* 
amination  at  the  first  Institution  of  the  board,  when  1  was  not  a.memuer 
of  it.  There  was  one  occasion  in  point  perfectly  well  known,  in  whicli 
there  had  been  something  introduced  ^y  one  of  the  clerks,  different  from 
the  original  evidence ;  it  was  observed  when  it  was  read  over,  and  checked 
in  the  way  I  have  described,  and  it  was  altered  according  to  the  wish  of 
the  examinant  before  he  signed  it. 

Q.  Whether  we  are  to  conclude,  from  the  evidence  you  have  given,  that 
the  noble  Viscount,  previous  to  his  first  attendance,  had  no  intimation 
from, the  commissioners,  either  of  the  specific  questions  to  be  put,  or  the 
general  scope  and  purpose  of  the  examination  ? 

A.  He  had  certainly  no  intimation  of  the  sort  from  the  commissioners ; 
but  we  had  been  for  some  ti^ne  in  the  course  of  the  examination  into  the 
mode  of  conducting  the  business  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  and  Mt*. 
Trotter  had  attended  us  frequently,  and  the  noble  Lord  had  had  that 
letter  written  to  him,  to  which  we  received  the  answer  I  before  mentioned; 
hut  for  greater  certainty  I  apprehended  the  better  course  will  be,  to  refer 
to  the  letter  which  was  written  to  the  noble  Lord,  requiring  bis  attendance. 

Q.  I  understand  that  after  the  first  examination  the  noble  Viscount  was 
sot  allowed  to  revise  and  reconsider  the  answers  he  had  given  ? 

A.  lliat  is  rather  an  assumption  than  a  question.  It  is  stated  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  allofMed  to  Fevise  the  questions  and  his  answers.  I 
have  already  said,  and  again  repeat,  that  no  application  to  my  knowledge 
was  ever  made  by  the  noble  Lor<J  to  revise  them  ;  on  the  contrary,  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  applied  to  revise  them,  I  rather  think,  and  for  myself  can 
ipeak,  he  would  have  been  permitted  during  the  sitting  of  the  Board  to 
Teviscf  them,  and  prior  to  the  transcript  being  made  which  was  signed,  I 
can  spetk  for  myself,  that  i  think  he  would  have  been  permitted  to  have 
Hade  the  alterations,  if  any  had  been  proposed. 


10ft 

'The  witness  then  ieVvrtreA  m  m  fwper,  ^hich  w«s  Tead  by  the 

clerk  of  the  court  as  follows : 

The  examination  of  the  Right  Honorable  Viscount  Melville^ 
taken  upon  oath^  the  ^th  of  November^  1 804. 

It  appearing  by  the  accounts  )aiJ  before  us  that  the  sums  stand- 
ing in  your  name,  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  at  the  Bank*  at  the 
following  periods,  were  less  than  the  sums  with  which  you  stand 
charged,  exclusive  of  the  money  advanced  to  your  sub-accountani«i 
and  that  the  deficieticies  were  as  follow. 

£,     s.   d. 
3l8t  of  December,  1786,    56,000    0    0 

1787,  53,100  0  0 

1788.  48,600  0  0 
,   -    .    .    1789,  53,800  0  0 

I7in,  1P,988  9  8 

1792,  26,476  19  8 

17t)3,  27,023  17  P 

-    -    .    n94,  28,758  7  9 

1795,  30,316  13  I 

1796,  75,413  5  0 

1797,  58,640  14  10 

1798,  54,140  15  0 

1799,  54,140  14  0 

Q.  To  what  cause  are  such  defidencies  to  be  attributed  ? 

A.  Although  I  take  it  for  granted  the  turns  are  stated  by  the  question 
accurately,  I  could  not  on  niemoiy  state  that  they  are  so.  I  desired  Mr. 
Trotter,  so  far  as  I  was  concerned,  to  give  you  every  inf»rinitioD  he  could ; 
and  it  wai  only  in  consequence  of  a  conversation  with  him  immediately 
after  the  receipt  of  your  letter  to  roe,  of  the  date  of  the  26th  of  June,  that 
1  learned  from  the  manner  he  kept  his  private  accounts,  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  give  n>e  the  accurate  information  I  required.  The  same  reaioaK 
render  it  impossible  for  me  to  give  you  an  answer  to  the  question  you  put. 
I  am  aware  that  I  am  not  bound  to  answer  it  under  the  provision  of  the 
act  establishing  this  commission .  But  I  should  not  have  dwelt  on  that 
objection  if  there  had  been  nothing  bat  personal  considerations  to  operate 
against  my  doing  so;  but  for  the  reasons  hinted  to  you  in  my  letter  of  the 
SOthof  June  last,  as  I  am  not  bound,  so  I  could  not  feel  myself  warranted 
to  give  the  explanations  which  your  question  points  at. 

Q.  Upon  what  ground  does  your  Lordship  refute  answering  that 
question  ? 

A.  Upon  the  ground  I  have  already  stated,  under  the  5th  clause  of  the 
act  of  43d  Geo.  3d.  c.  16. 

Q.  Was  any  part  of  such  sums  in  your  hands? 

A.  l^hey  certainly  came  into  my  hands,  bnt  did  not  remain  there. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Alexander  Trotter,  while  Paymaster  of  the  Naty,  layout 
or  apply,  orcause  to  be  laid  out  and  applied,  any  of  the  money  issued  for 
carrying  on  the  current  service  of  the  Navy  Office,  since  tiie  first  of  Januaqr, 
J  786,  for  your  benefit  or  advantage  > 

A.  From  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Trotter  4cept  my  ^accounts,  it  is  im* 
possible  for  me  to  answer  that  question ;  and  I  o^'ect  to  answerthis  ques- 
tion, in  the  answer  I  have  Stated  to  the  first  question. 

Q.  Did 


*  .  * 

Q.  Dtdteadifectorwi^horifle  him  to^  doi 
A.  To  tm  best  of  my  koowl^dge  I  never  did. 

Q.  Didfoubctwoen  the  Isc  of  January,  178<(,«ndthe3l9tof  May,  1800, 
derive  tttty  prodtQt«cb4Qta^{e  from  the  use  or  employment  of  the  money 
iswcd  for  carryiM  <m  the  current  vervice  of  the  Navy,  under  the  25tL 
Geo.  III.  c.  41?    .  '^    . 

A.  The  same  reasons  which  induced  me  to  make  the  answer  to  the  first 
question,  mint  induce  me  to  repeat  the  same  answer  to  this. 

Q.  Does  your  lordi»hip  object  to  answer  this  question  under  the  provision 
'    of  the  5th  section  of  the  act  of  43  Geo.  III.  c.  16  ? 

A.  f  do,  and  upon  the  grounds  stated  in  my  answer  to  the  firrt  fuestUMk 

Q.  DuriLic  the  time  youacted  aa  Treasurer  to  the  Navy,  between  the  1st 

•f  January,  1786,  and  the  ist  of  May,  1800,  was  any  of  the  money  appU-i 

cable  to  naval  services  advanced  by  you,  and  by  your  direction^  for  any, 

other  public  service  than  that  of  the  Navy  ? 

A.  1  decline  to  answer  that  questioc^  under  the  provisions  of  the  5th  lec^ 
tion  of  the  act  of  43  Geo.  III.  c.  16  ? 

Q.  Was  any  of  the  money,  issued,  for  carrying  on  the  public  service  of 
the  Navy,  applied  by  your  lordship/  or  by  your  direction,  for  any  othev 
public  service  than  that  of  the  Navy,;  with  the  knowledge  or  consent  of 
the  Navy  Board  ?  t  J   ^ 

'    A.  No,  certainly  not.  «»^    y 

Q.  Was  there  any  official  note  or  record^  made  of  the  money  issued  for 
carrying  on  the  current  service  of  the  NaVy,  having  been  advanced  by 
your  direction  for  any  other  public  purposes  than  that  of  the  Navy,  or  of 
the  payment  of  such  money  ?  '  -  *  / 

A.  No,  there  was  certainly  no  official  note. 

Q.  Did  you  authorise  the  Paymaster  on  or  about  the  year  1780,  to  draw 
the  money,  S4>plicable  to  the  Navy  services,  from  the  fiaak,  and  lodge  it 
ia  the  hands  of  a  private  banker  ?  ' 

A  1  cannot  precisely  ^x  the  time,,  but  I  am  certain  I  did  permit  Mr, 
^.Trotter  to  lodge  any  money  drawn  from  the  Bank  fiar  public  purposes,  in 
^  his  private  banker's  handt,  during  th^  period  it  was  not  deaunded  for  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  drawn.  '    ' 

Q.  What  circumstances  induced  you  to  give  such  permission  to  the  Pay- 
master? 
A.  An  opinion  to  which  I  still  adhere,  that  if  tlie  whole  monies  necessai- 
-Afily'drawn  from  the  Bank  in  pursuance  of  orders  from  the  competent 
^Boards  were  lodged  in  the  hands  of  a  respectable  banker,  under  the  con* 
^  txoul  of  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy,  that  it  would  add  more  facility  to  the 
conduct  of  the  business  of  the  office,  in  the  multitude  of  small  payments  tQ 
'  he  made,,  than  if  the  money  were  deposited  according  to  the  constitution  of 
the  office.    I  likewise  had  it  in  contemplation,  that  in  the  receipt  of  these 
^  wious  imall  payments,  made  to  such  a  variety  of  persons,  they  would  bo 
>?^tn  liable  to  be  imposed  upon  by  that  mode  of  transacting  the  business, 
tbiin  if  ^ey  were  each  to  receive  drafts  for  such  small  sums  upon  the  Ba^k;, 
at  spch  a  distance  from  the  office  after  its  removal  to  Somerset  Place. 
Q.  As  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy  does  not  disburse  any  part  of  the  pub- 
.,  Ue  money,  except  for  the  payment  of  Exchequer  fees,  and  other  contin- 
gencicsi  does  your  lordship  thinir  it  necessary  that  the  Paymaster  should 
;  have  in  the  iron  chest,  or  at  a  private  bankers,  any  of  the  money  Jwued 
I  fat  carrying  on  the  cunrent  service  of  the  Navy  ? 

f    A  i  do  not  think  it  necessary,  but  forreasona  I  have  given,  I  thisk  it 
fiqpediciit.    The  wMe  noaey  drawp  iron)  tMl  fi«ok«  9t!i  pUcrd  ia  the 
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hands  of  the  sub-accountants,  pass  tbrongh  the  hands  of  the  Paymaster  of 
the  Nav)  ;  but  though  this  is  my  opinion,  I  know  many  irery  competent 
persons  entertain  a  different  opinion. 

Q?  Did  you  give  permission  to  the  Paymaster  to  withdraw  the  money 
from  the  Bank,  and  iodge  it  in  the  hands  of  a  private  banker,  M-ith  a  view 
to  his  deriving  any  advantage  or  emolument  therefrom  ? 
'  A.  -f f  it  is  meant  to  ask  me  whether  I  ever  gave  any  direct  authority  to 
the  Paymaster  to  use  tlje  money  in  the  manner  above-mentioned,  I  should 
certainly  answer  no ;  but  1  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  I  believed 
and  understood  he  did,  and  never  prohibited  him  from  doing  so.  And  I 
believe  it  was  so  understood  by  others  at  different  times,  when  the  estab- 
Dshment  of  the  Navy  Fay  Office  was  under  consideration,  when  certainly 
no  provision  was  made  for  the  person  exercising  that  trust  of  great  extent 
and  responsibility. 

Q.  As  the  money  applicable' to  Navy  Services  was  directed  to  be  lodged 
in  the  Bank  by  the  act  of  25  Geo.  III.  c.  31,  and  not  to  be  drawn  from 
tlience  without  specifying  the  services  for  which  it  is  drawn ;  by  what  au- 
thority did  you  give  permission  to  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy  to  draw  the 
money  out  of  the  Bank  and^lodge  it  in  the  hands  of  private  bankers  ? 

A.  I  take  it  for  granted  it  always  was  drawn  under  the  heads  of  service 
pointed  out  in  the  act  of  parliament ;  and  when  I  talk  of  permission,  I 
mean  it  under  the  explanation  contained  in  answer  to  a  former  question^ 
in  which  I  suppose  the  money  was  drawn  under  competent  authority. 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  instance  of  a  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  having  made 
|rood  any  loss  which  had  arisen  from  overpayments  or  other  misapplications 
of  the  public  money  i 

A.  No,  1  do  not. 
.  Q.  Did  you  derive  any  profit  or  advantage  from  the  use  or  employ- 
ment of  money  issued  for  carrying  on  the  current  service  of  the  Navy,  be- 
tween the  19th  of  August,  1782,  and  the  3(>th  of  April,  ItW,  or  between 
the  1st  of  February,  1784^  and  the  3*st  of  December,  1785,  during  which 
period  you  held  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 
•  A.  I  decline  answering  this  question  under  the  5th  clauseof '13  Geo.  HI. 
c.  16.  and  for  reasons  given  in  my  first  answer.  ^ 

Q.  Did  you  consider  the  addition,  granted  by  the  King's  f^ign  manual, 
upon  your  appointment  to  the  office  of  IVeasurer  of  the  Navy,  making 
your  salary  40001.  a  year,  clear  of  all  deductions  to  be  in  full  satisfaction 
for  all  wages,  fees,  and  other  profits  and  emoluments,  previously  enjoyed 
by  former  Treasurers  ? 

A.  Certainly  I  did,  with  the  exceptions  of  Coals,  Candles,  and  some 
such  small  contingencies. 

Q.  When  was  it  first  discovered  that  Mr.  Jellicoe  was  deficient  in  the 
1>alance  of  public  money,  which  he  stood  charged  as  deputy  Paymaster 
of  the  Navy? 

A.  Wlo  not  recollect  the  precise  period,  but  the  first  thing  that  gave  mc 
•any  suspicion  that  there  was  danger  of  deficiency  was,  by  observing  in  the 
reports  occasionally  made  to  me^  that  his  balance  remained  stationary,  so 
far  at  least  as  never  to  get  below  a  sum  I  think  between  twenty  and  thirty 
thousand  pounds;  this  led  me  to  have  a  particular  conversation  with  him, 
when  he  confessed  to  me,  that  for  ^  considerable  number  of  years  he  had 
been  embarrassed  from  some  advance  or  engagements  he  had  come  under, 
with  a  Mr.  Cort.  From  the  high  opinion  I  had  of  him,  in  consequence 
of -the  character  of  firmer  Treasurers  of  the  Navy,  and  my  own  observa* 
tioiis,!  hadjidreftsoD-U>  doubtth«^fidelity  of  his  representation ;  and  it  wit 
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my  belief^  that  if  he  had  lived  to  iupeHiitend  the  business,  and  to  bring 
the  profits  of  tjie  patent  Mr.  Cort  had  obtained^  to  their  proper  bearing, 
the  loss  might  have  been  repaired.  Upon  thb,  however,  I  do  not  pretend 
to  give  any  positive  opinion,  as  it  appeared  after  his  death  that  his  embar- 
rassment had  exited,  and  a  balance  become  due  at  least  as  early  as  1782. 

Q.  How  many  years  before  th©  death  of  Mr.  Jeflicoe  was  it  you  suspect- 
ed he  was  deticlent  in  his  balance  ? 

A.  I  cannot  mention  the  precise  time,  but  it  certainly  was  more  than 
one  or  two  years. 

Q.  Was  any  enquiry  made  upon  the  discovery  into  the  real  state  of  Ms 
balance  ? 

A.  Certainly  it  was  minutely  enquired  into, 

Q.  Does  it  any  where  appear  what  was  the  exact  state  of  his  deficieocj 
at  that  time? 

A.  I  cann>3t  state  it  from  memory ;  but  I  dare  say  it  does  appear, 

C.  V.  M.  Pole,    Hbnrt  Nichols, 

EwAH  Law,         W.  M.  Pjlaed.  MELVILLE. 

JOBN  FOKD, 

A  paper  was  delivered  in  as  follows  : 

Treasurer's  Balances^  No.  38. 

Wimbledon^  June  30,  180f> 
[Received  July  2)  -^[Read  2d) 

Gentlemen, 

I  HAVE  received  your  requisition  of  date  the  26th  instant.  It 
is  imposi»ible  for  me  to  furnish  you  with  the  account  you  ask. 
It  is  more  than  four  years  since  I  left  the  office  of  Treasurer  of 
the  Navy,  and  at  tlie  period  of  doing  so,  having  accounted  for 
every  sum  imprcsted  mto  my  bands*   I  transferred  the  whole 
exti»ting  balance  to  the  account  of  my  successor.     From  that 
*<  time  I  never  considered  any  one  paper,  or  voucher,  that  remain* 
ed  in  my  hands,  as  of  the  smallest  use  to  myself  or  any  person, 
*'  and  consequendy  being  often  in  the  practice  since  I  retired  into 
Scotland,  of  enrploying  occasionally  some  time  in  assorting  my 
papers,  and  destroying  those  that  were  useless,,!  am  satisfied 
their  does  not  exist  any  one  material  by  which  I  could  make  up 
'*  such  an  account  as  you  specify.    But,  independently  of  that  cir- 
cumstance, I  think  it  right  to  remind  you,  that  during  a  great  part 
of  the  lime  I  was  Treasurer  to  the  Navy,  I  held  other  very  con- 
^*  fidential  situations  in  government,  and-was  intimately  connected 
"  with  others.     So  situated,  I  did  not  decline  giving  occasional 
<'  accommodation  from  the  funds  in  the  Treasurer's  hands,  to  other 
*'  services  not  connected  with  my  official  situation  as  Treasurer  of 
**  the  Navy.     If  I  had  materials  to  make  up  such  an  account  as 
**  you  Require,  I  could  not  do  it  without  disclosing  delicate  and 
**  confidential  transactions  of  government,  which  my  duty  to  the 
'*  public  must  have  restrained  ine  from  revealing. 

••  J  have  thtf  honour  to  be, 
**  Gentlemen, 
<^  Your  mQS(  obedient  humble  servant, 

•*  MELVILLE/* 

*'  To  the  Commimoners  qf  Naval  Enquiry,** 
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A  piper  was  deli? ered  kt  «ukI  read  at  follows  : 

Admiralty 9  March  28,  1 805, 
(Received  2^  tk)        ^(rtad29th) 

•*  Gentlemen, 

•*  Having  read  your  tenth  repon,  and  observing  particularly  rti 
**  following  paragraph  in  ihe  141st  page: 

•  However  the  apprehension  of  disclosing  delicate  and  confi 
«  dential  transactions  of  government  might  operate  wjth  Lord  Mel 

*  villc  in  wrihholding  information  respecting  advances  to  othc 

*  departments,  we  do  not  perceive  bow  that  apprehensioa  can  a 
^  all  account  JFor  his  refusing  to  state  whether  he  derived  any  pro 

*  fit  or  advantage  from  the  use  or  employment  of  money  tssoei 

*  for  the  services  of  the  Navy.     If  his  lordship  had  received  ioti 

*  his  hands  such  monies  as  were  advanced  by  himto  other  depart 

*  ments,  and  had  replaced  them -as  soon  as  they  were  fq>»td,  hi 

*  could  not  have  derived  any  profit  or  advantage  from  stH^h  trans 

*  actions,  however  repugnant  they  tpight  be  to  the  provisions'^^ o 

*  the  legislature  for  the  safe  custody  of  the  public  money.!  ,  ' 
**  I  think  it  necessary  to  stale  the  following  observations,  in  or 
der  to  place  in  their  just  view  the  grounds  on  which  1  dec1ihe( 

*^  answeiing  your  questions,  and  which  you  appear  not  to  have'ac 

curately  understood. 

When  you  first  called  upon  me  for  information,  I  stated  a 
**  you  that  I  had  not  materials  on  which  I  could  frame  such  ai 
•«  account  as  you  required  me  at  that  time  to  prepare ;  and  in  a 
•*  communication  with  Mr.  Trotter,  before  my  examination  or 
'*  the  5th  of  November,  I  Icarni,  for  the  first  time,  that  in  the  ac- 
^'  counts,  which  he  had  kept,  respecting  my  private  concerns,  h< 
*'  had  so  blended  his  own  private  monies  with  what  he  bad  in  hii 
•*  hands  of  public  money,  thar  ir  was  impossible  for  him  to  ascer- 
**  tain,  with  precision,  whether. the  advances  which  he  had  occa. 
'*  sion  to  make  to  me  in  the  course  of  his  running  private  account 
*•  with  mc,  were  made  from  the  one  or  fiom  the  other  of  thr  ag- 
**  gregatc  sums  which  constituted  his  balance  with  the  house  of 
•*  Messrs.  Couits.  ^ 

**  This  circumstance,  which  I  undemood  Mr.  Trotter  hadhim- 
**  self  distinctly  communicated  to  you,  made  it  impossible  for  me 
•<  to  return  any  other  answer  than  I  did  to  the  general  question 
♦•  which  you  put  to  me,  *  Whether  Mr.  Trotter  had  applied  any 

*  of  the  money  issued  tor  carrying  on  the  current  service  of  the 
^  Navy  for  my  benefit  or  advantage.'  And  to  this  circumstance 
^*  I  uniformly  referred  in  my  answers  to  other  questions  respecting 
*'  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Trotter  applied  the  money  in  his 
♦*  hands. 

••  When  you  put  the  question  to  me,  •  Whether  I  did  direct 
<  or  authorise  Mr.  Trotter  to  lay  out,  or  apply,  or  cause  to  be  laid 

*  out  or  applied,  any  of  the  money  issued  for  carrying  on  the  ciir- 

*  leiu  service  of  the  Navy  to  my  bene^c  or  advantage  ?"  my  an- 
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^  Mfer  wafy  '  to  the  best  of  m j  recolleetioii  I  nmer  drd.-     That 
••  answer  1  now  repeat. 

**  Had  yoif  proceeded  to  enqui  e  whether  I   had  ever  any 

*'  understandiof ,  expressed,  or    implied  with    Mr.  Trotter,  re- 

*'  ipectiiig  any  participation  of  advantages  derived  from  the  cus- 

<(  tody  ottbe  public  money  ?  or  whether  I  at  any  time  knowingly 

**  derived  any  advantage  to  myself  from  any  advances  of  the  pnh- 

^^  lie  moneyi  I  should  have  had  no  hesitation  in  declaring  as  I  now 

'*  do  deciare*  thai  there  never  was  aivy  such  understanding,  nor 

*»any  thing  like  it  between  Mr.  Trotter  and  myself;  that  1  never 

*« knowiogTy  derived  aoy  such  advantage;   and  that  whatever 

^'cnoluKient  accrued  to  Mr.  Trotter«  in  the  conduct  of  the  pe- 

'« Quniarv  xoocems  of  the  office,  was,  so  far  as  I  am  ioformed, 

"  exclusively  his  own* 

"With  respect  to  any  advances  which  Mr.  Trotter  might 
"  make  on  my  private  account,  I  considered  mysetf  as  debtor  to 
"  him  alone,  and  as  standing  with  regard  to  ihem  in  no  other 
"  predicament  than  I  should  have  done  .with  any  other  man  of 
."business  who  might  be  in  occasional  advance  to  me  in  the 
**  general  management  of  my  concerns  entrusted  to  him. 

*'  It  is  impossible  for  i^e  to  ascertain  from  any  documents 
« or  vouchers  in  n^y  hands,  or  now  existing,  what  .the  extent 
'*of  these  advances  may  have  been  at  any  particular  period. 
"  The  accounts  which  you  have  inserted  in  your  report  I  never 
"  luiv,  till  I  saw  them  in  the  report  itself.  They  are  no  accounts 
"of  mine,  nor  am  I  a  party. of  them.  They  contain  a  variety  of 
"  sums  issued  nominally  to  me,  which  never  came  into  mv  hands ; 
'*and  they  give  no  credit  for  the  various  sums  received  by  Mr. 
"  Trotter  on  «ny  private  account,  from  my  salary  as  Treasurer  of 
hi  **  the  Navy,  and  from  other  sources  of  income  of  which  he  was  in 
Q.I  ''the  receipt.  Nor  do  they  take  any  notice  of  the  securities  of 
□.I  *'  which  he  was  in  possession  for  the  re-payment  of  any  balance  at 
lail  "  any  time  due  to  him  from  my  private  funds. 
f  I  '*  With  respect  to  the  sums  of  naval  money  advanced  to  me, 
"  and  applied  to  other  services,  I  do  not  feel  it  necessary  to  make 
'*  any  additional  observations,  except  to  declai  e  t.hat  all  those 
"  sums  were  returned  to  the  fund  from  which  they  were  taken, 
'*  having  in  no  instance  been  withdrawn  from  it  for  any  purpose 
'*  of  private  emolument  or  advantage. 

'*  Before  1  conclude  I  wi$h  to  correct  an  inaccuracy,  which  I 
*•  observe  in  one  part  of  my  evidence. 

*^In  Appendix,  No,  7,  page  192,  the  question  is  put  to  me, 
'   Did  you  derive  any  profit  or  advaiit^ge  from  the  use  or  employ- 
ment of  public  money  issued  for  carrying  on  the  current  service 

*  of  the  navy,  between  the  is>th  August,  I7S2,  and  the  .SOtli  April, 

*  178:1,  or  betv^een  the  1st  of  February,  I7S4,  and  the  3 1st  of 

*  December,  17iB6,  during  which  periods  you  held  the  office  of 
^  Treasuror  of  ibe  pavy  ?'  which  question  I  there  .answer  by  a 

**  reference 


a 

k 


112 

*'  reference  to  an  answer  given  to  a  similar  questicAi  put  to  me  ' 
••  before. 

**  This  sinswer  is  inaccurate,  in  so  far  as  it  cotitains  a  refer- 
'^  ence  to  Mr.  Trotter's  mode  of  blending  his  funds  in  his  private 
••  accounts  with  Messrs.  Coutts. 

•*  Mr.  Trotter  was  not  Paymaster  till  the  year  1786. 

*^  The.  circumstances,  therefore,  relative  co  Mr.  Trotter's  ac-j- 
^  count,  which  precluded  my  returning  an  ansVver  to  your  former  ^ 
'^  question^  do  net  apply  to  the  periods  specified  in  that  last-men- 
•'  tinned. 

^^  And  I  can  therefore  have  no  di£Sculty  in  declaring,  that  du. 
^*  ring  those  periods  I  did  not  derive  any  advantage  from  the  use 
**'  or  employment  of  money  issued  for  carrying  on  the  service  of 
**  the  navj. 

*^  Havmr  stated  these  facts,  it  is  almost  unnecessary  for  me  i> 
^  add  that  I  am  ready  at  any  time  to  verify  them  by  my  oath. 

"  I  am,  Gentlemen, 
*'  Your  most  obedient,  humble  servant, 

"  Melville."' 
Read  the  following  entry  in  a  book  entitled  the  Precept  Book. 

**  JRight  Honorable  Lo^fi  Viscount  Melville 

'*  Requiring  to  be  furnished  with  an  account  of  monies  (ex- 
clusive of  your  salary  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  J  received  by  you 
or  any  person  on  your  account  or  your  order,  from  the  pay- 
master of  the  navy,  between  the  Ist  of  July,  1785,  and  3ist  of 
December,  1800,  specifying  the  times  when  such  monies  uere 
received,  and  also  the  times  when,  and  the  person  by  whom  the 
same  were  returned  to  the  Bank  or  the  paymaster." 

The  witness  said, — I  believenhere  was  no  letter  written  to  Lord 
Melville ;  but  that  letter  which  was  received  by  the  board  from 
Lord^elviile  of  the  30th  of  June,  was  in  consequence  of  that 
precept  of  which  the  account  has  been  read  from  the  book,  I  am 
Hot  aware  of  any  letter. 

Question  by  manager.  Was  any  note  or  letter  sent  to  Lord  Melville 
requiring  attendance? 

A.  ^I  am  not  aware  that  there  was  any  note  or  letter  sent  but  the  pre* 
cept:  subsequent  to  that  time  there  was  a  letter  written  to  Lord  Melville, 
desiring  him  to  appoint  some  time  when  it  might  be  convenient  to  him  t» 
attend. 

By  counsel.    Q.  That  is  tlie  letter  which  is  desired  to  have  read. 

Then  the  paper  was  delivered  in  and  read  as  follows : 

**  Great  George  Street,  9d  April,  1805. 
<*  MY  LORD, 

*•  We  have  received|rour  lordship's  letter  of  the  28th  of  last- 
**  month,  by  which  you  intimate  that  we  appear  not  to  have  ac* 

•*curatdy 


^*  curately  understood  the  grounds,  upon  which  you  dtclined 
*'  answering  our  questions,  and  submit  to  us  some  observations  in 
*^  order  to  place  those  grounds  in  their  just  view,  and  alsd  express 
"  a  wish,  before  you  conclude,  to  correct  an  inaccuracy  in  one 
*•  part  of  your  evidence,  and  a  readiness  to  verify  by  your  oath 
*•  the  facts  stated  in  that  letter.  If  it  be  the  object  of  this  com- 
*'  munication  that  we  should  again  require  your  lordship*s  attend- 
'*  ance  for  the  purpose  of  being  examined  touching  these  matters« 
**  and  that  we  should  make  a  supplemental  report  upon  the  result 
"of  that  examination,  and  such  other  examinations  as  we  might 
'*  thereupon  judge  necessary,  there  can  be  oo  disinclination  on  our 
<*  part  (as  far  as  we  are  concerned  in  the  proceeding,)  to  meet  your 
*'  Lordship's  wishes  ;  but  it  appears  to  us,  that  the  enquiry,  which 
'*  is  the  subject  of  the  tenth  report,  has  attained  that  period,  when 
*'  it  would  not  become  us  to  adopt  such  a  measure,  merely  upon 
"  the  suggestion  of  any  of  the  parties  to  whose  conduct  that  report 
"relates. 

*'  We  were  occu|Sied  several  months  in  investigating  the  mode 
**  of  conducting  the  business  of  the  oflSce  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy. 
*' Those  who  were  examined  by  us  had  the  fullest  opportunity  of 
*' stating  and  explaining  all  things  which  related  to  the  manage- 
*'  ment  of  that  department,  or  to  the  share  which  they  refpec- 
'*  tively  had  in  it,  and  of  correcting  at  any  time  during  the  pro- 
*'gress  of  the  inquiry  any  mistakes  which  might  inadvertently 
**  have  been  made.  Our  opinions  and  observations  upon  the  irre- 
'*  gularitieis  and  abuses  which  we  discovered,  were  formed  and 
'* drawn  up  with  the  utmost  care  and  deliberation,  and  they  are 
I  **  now  submitted  to  the  three  branches  of  the  legislature  as  the 
''act  by  which  we  are  appointed  requires.  If  it  could  be  made 
'*  to  appear,  upon  a  representation  to  them,  that  anything  has 
"  been  omitted  on  our  parr,  that  any  misumlerstanding  or  error 
''  had  occurred,  and  that  a  further  enquiry  is  advisable  upon  these 
"or  any  other  grounds,  it  would  be  for  them  to  direct  such. 
'*  further  enquiry,  and  to  decide  by  whom  and  in  what  manner  it 
''  should  be  prosecuted.  But  in  the  present  circamscances  it 
-*  appears  to  us  that  we.  cannot  with  propriety  resume  it. 

**  We  have  the  honor  to  be, 

"My  Lord, 
'*  Your  Lordship's  most  obedient  servants, 

"  C.  M.  Pole, 
•*  EwAN  Law, 
^*  John  Ford, 

"  HeNRY  NlCH0JLi« 

"  W.M AC K worth  PRA£9. 

•To  the  Right  Hon.  LorilVisqount  Melville/' 
The  witness  was  desired  to  withdraw. 

«  Mr. 
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Mr.  Archibald  Douglas  recalled,  and  examined  asfollaits: 

Q,  Do  yoM  ^ow  tbe  hand  writing'in  the  book  nofw  before  you? 

A.  Perfectly  well.  v 

Q.  What  does  the  book  purport  it  to  be  ? 

A.  The  Right  Hoq.  Henry  Dundas,  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ;  hk  iw* 
chest  in  the  office  cash  book< 

Q.  Whose  hand  writing  is  that  ? 
•    A.  It  is  the  hand  writing  of  my  late  father,  Andrew  Douglas. 

Tbe  witneta  ordered  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  John  Winter  cailtd  again,  and  exanUnci  as  follows: 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  book  ? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  Has  that  book  been  in  your  possession  for  any  tin^c  ? 
'  Ai  It  has  been  in  my  possession  ever  since  I  found  it  among  tbe  pape« 
delivered  by  the  widow  of  the  late  Mr«  Douj^las  to  the  committee* 

Qr  Where  were  those  contained } 

A.  In  a  box  of  papers  in  the  house  oi  Mr.  Douglas. 
:  Q.  Was  it  in  the  same  box  in  which  the  banking  books  produced  yes- 
terday were  found  ? 

A*   Yes* 

Q.  Are  you  sure  it  was  the  very  same  box  \ 

A.  No  doubt  about  it. 

The  managers  for  the  Commons  desired  it  to  be  read, 
'    The  evidence  was  objected  to  by  the  counsel  for  Viscoimt  Mel- 
ville. 

Tbe  witness  waa  directed  t«  withdraw. 
Mr.  George  Swaffield  recalled,  and  examined  as  follows. 

Q.  Whether,  according  to  your  recollection  prior  to  1785,  there  was«i 
iron  chest  fur  depositing  cash  in  the  office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy } 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  Whether  suoh  money  as  wu  received  at  the  Exchequer,  and  not 
put  to  the  credit  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  was  deposited  in  the 
iron  chest  in  the  office  i 

A.  i  can  only  say  that  that  iron  chest  was  for  the  purpose  of  locking 
up  the  money. 

Q.  Do  yott  know  that  in  the  regular  course  of  the  office  there  was  ai 
account  kept  of  the  money  so  deposited  in  that  iron  chest  P'^ 

A.  I  never  saw  such  an  account. 
^     Q.  Do  you  know  by  whom  the  money  was  so  deposited  in  this  iroc 
chest? 

A.  I  believfe  the  paymaster  in  general  deposited  his  money  there  ? 

By  a  Peer.    Q.  Do  you  know  it? 

A.  I  do.  ^ 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  the  money  which  was  from  time  to  time  re- 
ceived at  the  Exchequer,  or  any  pait  of  it,  was  deposited  in  that  iron  chest  \ 

A.  1  do  not.  5 

By 
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fey  %  Veer.    0.  Who  kept  the  key  6f  the  Iron  chert  ? 

A.  The  paymaster  had  always  those  keys  in  his  possession. 

The  managers  for  the  Commons  and  the  counsel  for  Viscomr 
Melville  havm^  been  hcard»  were  inforlpM  that  the  book  was  not 
admissible. 

Mr.  Thomas  Doid  was  called  iriy  and  being  sworn  was  exa» 

mined  as  follows : 

Q.  Whether  you  were  plerk  of  Messrs.  Mofiat.aad  Kennngtan  In  Kd*« 
vcmber  1782  ? 

A.  The  firm  of  the  house  was  Wickcnden,  Moflfftt,  Kensington,  aid 
Bowler,  at  that  period :  J  was  clerk  at  that  time. 

Q.  What  book  is  that  which  yon  now  hold  m  your  hand? 

A.  This  is  the  bill  book  of  that  house,  which  1  then  kept. 

Q.  Were  they  bankers  in  London  ? 

fit  Yes* 

Q.  Is  there  any  entry  In  that  bill  book  in  your  hand  writing,  which 
tiibies  you  fo  ttate  that  a  bill  of  one  thousand  pounds  payable  by  the  Lord 
Advocate  of  Scotland  was  paid  on  that  day,  the  22dof  November  ? 

A.  Here  is  an  entry  made  by  me  on  the  20th  of  November,  shewing'that 
a  bill  80  drawn  was  paid  in  on  that  day,  due  the  22d,  for  lOOOl.  in  my 
vriting,  but  this  does  not  shew  that  it  was  then  paid ;  another  book  will 
shew  that,  which  is  called  the  Goldsmith's  book. 

Cross-examined. 

Q.  Was  the  bill  presented  to  you  of  which  you  jead  the  entry  ? 

Jk  This  entry  was  made  from  the  bill  itself  by  me,  as  all  entries  in  this 
book  were. 

Q.  Was  the  bill  presented  to  you  by  the  person  bringing  it  to  the 
boose? 

A.  It  was  entered  by  me  among  fourteen  or  sixteen  other  bills  received 
it  the.  same  time  from  Sir  William  Forbes  and  Company ;  it  is  entered 
amongst  them  under  the  date  of  the  20th  of  November,  in  my  hand- 
vritiog  ? 

Q.  It  is  to  be  understood  that  it  was  given  to  you  among  a  number  of 
other  bills  that  had  been  brought  in,  and  were  lying  in  the  house  ? 

A.  It  was  brought  in  that  diiy  by  the  post,  in  all  probalritlfy ;  that  was 
the  Qsoal  mode  of  their  sending  their  bills. 

Q.  Who  gave  you  the  bill  ? 

A.  The  custom  of  the  house  was  to  put  all  bills  that  were  paid  in  a  cer- 
tMB  box,  with  the  name  of  the  party  who  had  paid  them  in  written  on 
the  outer  bill,  and  this  appears  to  be  one  of  the  number  which  I  h^v^ 
fBtertd. 

Q.  After  the  bill  was  entered  by  you,  in  whose  custody  did  t^tat  bill 
imtfn? 

A.  It  was  usual  to  take  all  bills  that  were  accepted,  after  being  entered, 
into  the  couiittng*hou9e  to  be  locked  up  in  a  strong  box ;  but  if  they  were 
>inaccepted,  they  wore  delivered  out  to  the  clerk  to  take  them  for  tho  pur- 
pose of  acceptance ;  bat  I  cannot  fay  whether  thfs  was  an  accepted  btl!  or 
Wtf  it  appears  it  wyb  diie  tiro  days  afterwatd^,  tht*  5?d  of  the  "sanir  month. 

a  2  Q.  Then 
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Q.  Then  all  yeu  know  about  the  bill  is,  that  it  came  to  the  house  by 
fOnie  means  or  other,  and  yas  laid  before  ypu  to  b$  nqied  in  that  book  \ 
A.  Nothing  roore.    , 

'  Re-examined. 

Q.  Did  the  bill  oome  to  your  house  to  be  paid,  of  to  receive  pay- 
inent  of  it  ? 

A.  To  receive  payment  of  it } 

Q.  Will  the  time  and  tWe  manner  in  which  that  house  received  payment 
pf  the  bill,  appear  by  the  Goldsmith's  book  to  which  you  \\z,yt  referred } 

A.  Yes  it  will. 

Q.  Read  the  i^try.    * 

*'  November  20th.  Lord  Advocate  of  Spotland»  per  J.  Btg^. 
gin  and  Co.  9<l\  Nov.  lOOOl/* 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Then  Mr.  Scott  was  calUd  in  again,  and  examined  as  follows : 

Q.  Is  there  any  entry  in  that  book  in  your  handrwriting,  by  which  ypii 
^an  state  the  date  and  the  mode  in  which  that  bill  was  paid  ? 
A.  It  Js  entered  here,  K.  12.  24th  Octobei^  lOOOl. 
Q.  What  does  that  entry  relate  to  t 
A.  A  bill  on  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland. 
Q.  Is  there  any  reference  to  the  folio  of  your  bill  book? 
A.  There  is,  it  is  6Q9. 

. 

Mr.  iJodd  tccfs  called  in  again^  and  examined  as  follows: 

Q.  What  was  the  folio  of  your  bill  book  in  which  that  entry  appears  ? 

A.  It  is  699. 

By  a  Pe<»r.  Q.  Whether,  as  you  have  used  in  the  entry  the  words 
f  lord  Advocate  of  Scotland,"  those  words  were  upon  the  face  of  the 
bill? 

A.  It  18  impossible  for  roe  to  recollect  at  this  time ;  I  was  in  the  habit 
of  copying  at  the  time  what  was  written  upon  the  bill,  and  I  have  o** 
doubt  that  the  bill  ¥ras  so  addressed. 

♦  ■ 

The  wirnesi  wi|8  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mf.  George  Fennelt  was  called  in  again^  and  examined. 

Q.  What  books  are  those  you  now  produce ;  are  they  the  public  book^ 
pf  the  Navy  Pay  Office  ? 

A-  They  are ;  this  purports  to  be  the  certificate  bo«k  of  the  Navy 
^rd. 

Q.  Can  you,  by  reference  to  this  book,  stkte  the  balance  in  the  Tied' 
surer's  hand  on  the  30th  of  April  1783  ? 

A.  I  can  as  it  appears  by  the  books ;  the  Treasurer'^  balance  under  Ui^ 
head  of  Navy  on  the  30th  of  April  1783,  is  49,:^011.  7s«  ld« 

Q.  3tate  the  balance  uncjer  the  other  two  heads? 

A.  The  Treasurer's  balance  on  the  same  day  under  the  bead  of  pa^ 

of 
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or,vagcs,  the  pay  branch  is  37,8061.  and  under  the  head  of  Ttctualliof. 
9,3511  49.  4d.  making  together  a  total  of  89,4081.  12s.  3d. 

Therv  the  following  entry  was  read  in  the  banking  book : 
"  1783,  April  29th,  by  balance  to  new  account  66,4081. 12s,  3d." 
The  clerk  read  ''  the  24th  June  178S,  E|auk  note  lOOOl." 

The  witness  was'diref:tedio  withdraw* 

Ur,  Htnry  Callandar  was  called^  and  being  sworn  was  exa* 

mined  as  follows : 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  house  of  Mulr  and  Atkinson^  and  did 
jou  hold  any  situation  in  it  ? 
A.  1  was  acquainted  with  the  house. 
Q.  Did  you  hold  any  situation  iu  the  house  > 
A.  Formerly,  but  not  of  late  years. 
Q.  In  the  year  1783? 
A.  I  was  in  the  house  then. 

Q.  Were  you  acquainted  with  the  hand- writing  of  Mr.  Dixon  I 
A.  Perfectly. 

Q.  What  situation  did  Mr.  Dixon  hold  in  the  house  ? 
A.  Book  keeper  of  Messrs  Nluir. 
Q.  Did  he  draw  upon  their  bankers? 
A-  He  did  for  the  house. 

Q.  Is  the  signature  to  the  draft  you  now  hold  in  your  hand  of  Mr. 
Dixon  ? 
A.  Most  undoubtedly. 
Q.  What  is  that  ? 

A.  It  is  a  draft  on  Messrs.  Smith  and  Payne,  payable  to  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, for  the  sum  of  50001. ;  it  is  dated  2d  July. 

The  same  was  read  as  follows : 

« 

George^sireei,  Mansioji^  House.  Julu  2</,  1783. 
No.  5620.  ^ 

Messrs.  Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith. 

Pay  to  the.  Lord  Advocate  or  bearer  five  thousand  pounds. 

For  Muir  and  Co. 

Z5000.  John  Dixon. 

Mr.  John  Haynewas  called,  and  being  sworn  was  examined. 

Q.  Were  you  clerk  to  Messrs.  Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith,  in  the  year 
1780?"  ^ 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  Look  at  that  draft.    Can  you  state  whether  you  paid  that  draft  to 
Messrs.  Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith  ? 
A.  f  cannot. 

Q.  Can  you  by  reference  to  any  books  of  that  house  know  whether  roa 
p»id  that  draft '  *  ^ 

A.  I  can  know  my  own  hand  writing  when  it  is  produced. 

Q.  Look  at  that  book  now  before  you,  and  state  whether  that  is  your 
Jland  writing?  ^ 

A.  It  is.  • 

■ 

Q.  Does 
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Q.  Does  thai  enkble  yo«  to  sta^  wKetiifr  you  paid  that  draft  or  not  ? 

A.  This  draft  k  etitered  by  mt,  but  the  Qank  notes  were  ^d  and  «d. 
tesed  by  another  clerk  who  is  since  dead.  I  ^ 

Q.  Is  that  draft  entered  by  you  at  a  draft  that  tras  paid  > 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  Will  it  a|>pear  by  my  hodk  b^kmglag  to  that  house  in  what  Bant 
notes  that  draft  was  paid  > 

A.  It  appears  by  this  book  what  notes  were  paid  and  no  other,  I 
ptesvme. 

Q.  Is  the  entry  by  which  the  oumbers'and  dates  of  the  notes  appear 
your  band  writing? 

A.  The  notes  psdd  are  not  fn  my  hatid  writing. 

Q.  In  whose  hand  writing  is  that  part  of  the  entry  which  is  not  in  y««r 
handwriting? 

A.  That  is  the  payment  of  thejiote^  which  was  made  by  a  gentlemkn 
in  the  house  who  is  since  dead ;  I  believe  it  was  made  by  him,  but  will 
not  swear  that. 

Q.  Is  the  description  of  the  notes  entered  by  you  ? 

A.  fJo  they  are  not.  * 

Then  the  following  entry  was  read  from  the  banking  hook 

*<  Old  account.  Right  Hon.  Henry  Dundas,  Bank  1762,  I7€3» 
July  2d,  Bank  notes,  Clifford,  L  5000.'' 

Then  Mr.  Thtnws  Sippon  was  called-  again^  and  eramfrui  as 

foll(n£s: 

Q  Look  at  those  Bank  notes ;  is  that  your  hand  writiAg  at  the  back  of 
them? 

A.  It  is  not 

Q.  Do  you  know  whose  hand  wTiting  it  is } 

A.  I  do :  it  is  the  hand  writing  of  a  person  of  the  name  of  John  Clif- 
ford, who  at  that  time  was  the.  senior  dark  In  the  drawing  office  at  the 
Bank.^ 

Q.  Is  he  dead  ? 
A.  He  is  dead. 

Q.  Whose  hand  writing  is  the  entry  in  the  Bank  book  of  the  recitipt  ef 

the  50001. 

A.  llie  entry  is  made  by  the  same  person,  John  Clifford. 
The  clerk  read  «  July  12, 1783.   Ditto  Clifford  14001. 

Q.  What  is  ditto  to  ? 
A.  Bank  not^. 

The  clerk  read,  "July  11,  1783,  Ditto  j  (that  is  Banknotes) 
Clifford,  60001.''  ■ 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Henry  Callandar  was  called  in  again  and  examined  as 

foll&ms: 

<X  Do  you  knot^  the  hand  writing  and  signature  of  that  dnft  I 
A.  I  do. 

Q.  Whose 
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Q.  Whose  hand  writing  it  it  > 
A.  The  late  Mr.  Atkia^^on's. 

Q.  That  is  a  draft  upon  Smithy  Payne,  and  Smith,  Che  banken  C|f  Mi; 
AikJuaon,  is  it  i)Ot  ? 
A.  Ye^. 

It  was  read  "  1 1  July*  pay  to  the  Right  Hon.  Henty  Dimdas 
lis  thousand  pounds^  Mmu  Atkinson,  and  Muir."  Drawn  on 
Messrs.  Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith,  the  bankers  of  the  house. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Oaniel  Dyke  £igar  was  called ^  and  being  smam^  mai 

cxanmtiasfolUmi: 

Q.  Were  you  a  clerk  in  the  house  of  Messrs.  Smith*  Payne,  aqd  Smith, . 
in  the  year  1783? 
A-Yes. 
Q.  Do  you  know  any  thing  of  the  payment  pf  the  dralt  ypu  now  h^4 

10  your  hand  ? 

A.  No  Bwre  than  by  the  w^stc  book. 

Q.  Is  the  waste  book  in  your  hand  writing  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Can  you  refer  to  the  eQtry  iQ  the  waste  book  respecting  that  dxaft? 

A.  Yes, 

Q.  Can  you  state  from  that  entry  when  you  paid  that  draft? 

A.  I  made  a  payment  of  (^0001.  on  the  1 1th  of  Jut^y,  as  appears  by  the 
vaste  book,  in  six  bank  notes,  of  lOOOl.  each,  the  ent^  is  in  my  own  handl 
writing. 

^  Read  the  whole  of  the  entry — D  261  to  276  that  shotSld  be  sixty-«ix  ^ 
I  apprehend  they  are  following  numbers. 

Read  the  whole  entry— Letter  B  261  to  267,  there  is  against  the  drafl^ 
put  60001.  fh>m  Muirand  Co. 

Q.  Ijook  at  these  notes,  and  see  whether  they  are  the  notes  you  gare  ia 
payment  of  that  draft  ? 

A.  The  numben  are  net  entered  correctly,  but  I  verily  believe  they  are 
the  notes  that  were  paid. 

Q.  b  there  any  one  of  those  notes  5%1iich  you  can  state  to  have  bee^^ 
paid  by  you  on  that  day  in  payment  of  that  draft } 

A.  B  2^1,  B  262,  B  263.  They  are  not  so  entered  in  the  book,  they 
are  put  short  B  261  to  262. 

Q.  Can  you  state  by  that  entry  that  you  paid  any  more  of  those  notes, 
and  how  many  in  payment  of  that  draft  ? 

A.  One  of  the  notes  is  entered  wrong ;  instead  of  276  it  should  be  267. 

Q.  Can  you  state  that  you  paid  any  of  those  notes? 

A.  Yes,  B  261  for  10001. ;  B  262  for  10001. ;  B  $63  for  lOOOL ;  B  2$i 
ior  lOOOL 

Q.  Then  these  ar^  foui'of  the  notes  ;ou  have  spoken  to  > 

A,  Yes. 
*     Q.  Read  the  other  two  notes. 

K  B  2(I6«  10001.  (there  ia  no  2650  and  B  267,  lOOOJ. 


Cross-examined* 

Q.  Whether  you  have  any  remembrance  of  the  transaction  itself,  'exr« 
cept  from  the  entry  in  the  book  ? 

A.  None  but  from  the  entry  as  if  appears  on  the  book* 

Q.  Is  there  any  thing  upon  the  face  of  the  note^,  that  enables  y«A  to 
say,  that  these  are  the  identical  note^  that  you  paid  > 

A.  No,  there  is  nothing. 

By  a  Peer.    Q.  What  dates  are  those  notes ;  are  they  all  of  the  tome 

date  ? 

A.  We  do  not  enter  the  dates  in  the  >¥aste  book. 

By  a- manager.  The  notes  themselves  are  dated  7  July,  IT83;  now! 
propose  to  prove  a  suin  to  the  amount  of  those  notes  paid  into  the  Bank. 

By  counsel.  Q.  Is  there  any  circumstance  that  enables*  you  to  state 
now,  whether  the  first  of  these  utimbers  might  not  be  271  or  270  leading  in 
a  series  to  276  ? 

A.  It  appears  by  the  entry  to  begin  with  B  261. 

Q.  But  as  there  must  be  a  mistake  either  in  the  commencement  or  the 
termination,  I  wish  to  know  whether  there  is  any  circumstance  that  enables 
you  to  know  where  the  miitake  is?       *  ' 

A.  I  cannot,  but  from  the  entry  as  it  stands  in  the  book. 

Q.  Can  you  say  whether  tlic  mistake  was  one  way,  or  the  other  way  ? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Whether,, jiudging  from  the  entry  alone,  you  would  suppose  that 
the  notes  are  in  regular  series,  ending  at  276? 

A.  Yes,  but  the  error  lies  in  entering  276  instead  of  266;  I  appre* 
hend  so.  .  .   * 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  The  question  is,  why  do  you  apprehend  so  any  n)bre 
than  that  the  error  should  be  at  the  beginning  of  the  series  ?  * 

A.  It  is  the  usual  mode  of  entering  them,  when  they  are  following' 
aumbers. 

Q.  The  notes  presented  to  you  now,  appear  to  beln*  an  u)i Interrupted 
terics?    \ 

A.  It  is  an  error,  I  apprehend, 

Q.  These  do  not  follow  in  a  regular  series ;  there  is  no  265,  therefore 
they  do  not  follow  in  a  regular  series.  « 

A.  The  notes  that  have  been  presented  to  me  do  not. 

By  the  counsel.  Q.  Then  I  understand  that  the  nq^es  presented  to  yoo 
do  not  correspond  in  precise  numbers,  nor  are  they  a  regular  series  ? 

A.  No. 

By  the  managers.  Q.  The  witness  does  ndt  identify  them  all ;  but 
there  are  four  that  correspond  and  to  which  he  speaks. 

By  a  Pcfr.  Q.  Can  you  swear  positively  that  No.  261, 2, 3,  and  4,  that 
you  now  hold  in  your  hand,  are  the  identical  notes  paid  by  you  ? 

A.  I  cannot  swear  positively,  because  the  numbers  are  not  taken  down 
1,  2,  3,  4. 

By  a  manager,  Q.  Can  you  swear  that  any  one  of  these  notes  was  paid 
by  you  for  that  draft  ?  ^ 

A.  The  261  was  paid  by  me,  as  appears  b.y  the  entry. 

By  counsel.  Q.  Have  you  any  reason  for  saying  that  the  identical 
note  was  paid  by  you,  otln;r  than  from  the  correspondence  of  the  figures 
with 'the  entry  in  your  book  ? 

A.  Only  from  tlie  number ;  I  have  not  the  date  of  the  Bank  note,  only 
the  letter  and  the  number. 

Q.  And 
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'  Q,  And  theslfm?  > 

A.  The  sum  is  carried  out  altogether  OOOOl. 

Q.  Does  any  thii%  from  the  entry  rfiew,  -th^t  eacji  of  the  iiotes  w^.  for 
wool.?  .1 

A.  By  an  entry  B  261  to  six  single  notes,  make  six  thgu^and  patind 
notm.  .....  y 

Q.  Have  you  any  other  way  of  knowing  that  each  note  was  for  IQQf  1. 
excepting  that  the  suin  totaj  for.the  six  notes  was  ^,0001.  ? 

A.  No,  I  have  not.  i 

By  a  iTian^gen  Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  (hat  these  ^otesypu^ve 
spoken  to  are  the  notes  you  have  paid  on  the  account  of  thfit  dr^ft  ?    _  ; 

A.  No  doubt  upon  iny  mind  at  ail;  I  am  well  satisfied  .that  I  paid 
^001.  on  that  day  for  the  eoOOl  draft. i 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Whether  Bank  of  England  notes,  bearing  the.sanie 
immber  and  letter,  but  a  different  date,  that  were  is»ied  <)n  ^  <)iffe(ent 
day,  migiit  not  have  come  into  your  hands,  as  well  as  those  bearing  the 
date  which  appears  upon  thie  face  of  these  notes? 

A.  I  think  it  is  possible  it. might  beso ;  we  do  not  takeihe  date,  oulf 
the  sum  in  the  waste  book. 

%  a  Manager.    Q.  Whether  there  is  any  other  .book  kept  ajt  Messrs. 
Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith'^,  by  which  the  dates  of  these  i&otea  iBi||ht  be 
ascertained?    . 
A.  I  apprehend  there  is*  '• 

Q.  What  is  the  book?  '  -  '.      •      *- 

A.  The  Bank  note  book,  I  appidienj].    I  havie  left  tlie  house  m  ^eat 
iQany  years.    I  think  we  could  trace  all  the  numbers. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdi'aw. 

Mr.  H^nry  Callandar  «?a^  called  -in  -again^  uni  exammet. 

Q.  Do  you  knoAv  in  whpse.Han^  w^ting.the  signature  tP  that  draft  js? 

A.  I  do.  ^  

<}.  Whose  hand  Is  it?  .... 

A  Jt  is  the  signature  of  >tr.  Dixon  fbr  Muir  and  Co. 

Q.  What  is  the  draft?  .     .  .     .    .      .        > 

A.  "31st  July,  1783^  Messrs.  SmlUi,  Payne,  and  Smith,  ^ay  (o  Mr* 
Kenry  Dundas,  or  bearer,  two  thousand  pounds. 

**  For  Muir  and  Co. 
Z  2000.  "  John  Dtyon* 

-^r.  George  Payne  was  called,  and  being  sworut  joas  examined 

as  follows: 

Q.  Can  you  state  at  what  time,  and*  in  what  manner  that  draft  f&r 
^OOOl.  was  paid  by  the  house  of  Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith  > 

A.  This  draa  was  fbr  20001.    The  entry  is  for  4476L  ^lOs.  iSS. 

Q.  Is  that  entry  your  own  hand  writing  ?  V  '' 

A.  It  is  my  own  hand  writing  ? 

Q.  Can  you  state  whether  the  draft  ^ou  hold  in  your  hand  was  Included 
**^thatsum?  •..*,..'' 

A.  By  a  reference  to  the  cash  book  and  the  ledger,  it  appears  that  thia 
^Anft  of  SOOOli  composed  a  ||art  of  .the  transaction  of  400(H. 

♦n  Q.  What 
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Q.  What  is  the  denomination  of  this  book  } 

A.  The  waste  book. 

By  a  manager.  Q.  Can  you  state  from  this  enit^  or  any  other  entry 
In  TOur  own  hand  writing,  whether  you  paid  any  other  draft  on  that  day? 

A.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  swear  that  this  is  the  draft  I  paid. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  any  draft  for  20001.  drawn  by  Muir*  and  Atkinson  od 
that  day? 

A.  There  was  no  other  draft  on  that  day  payable  to  the  same  name  of 
SOOOl. 

Q.  Are  yon  now  speaking  from  the  book  and  the  entry  in  your  own 
hand  writing  before  you? 

A.  The  entry  here  is  in  m^vhand  writing.  I  hfave  referred  from  this 
entry  to  the  cash  book  and  ledger^  I  there  found  that  there  were  two 
'drafts. 

i).  Were  the  cash  book  and  ledger  in  your  hand  writing  ? 

A.  No* 

Q.  Can  you  state  from  that  entry  what  Bank  notes  you  paid  on  that 
day  in  respect  of  a  draft  for  30001.  drawn  by  Muir  and  Atkinson  upon  the 
house  of  Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith  ? 

A.  I  paid  two  drafts  at  the  same  time ;  what  particular  notes  went  to 
the  payment  of  those  drafts,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  s^, 

Q.  Can  you  state  what  Bank  notes  you  paid  in  respect  of  the  twf 
drafts? 

A.  They  are  here. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  b  that«ntr^  in  your  own  hand  writing? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Read  it 


It  was  read  as  follows : 

Cl72  ..-*.-..*.  1,000  0 

KOSP 1,000  0 

K  869  •    -    -    « --  1,000  0 

H409 ■ 1,000  0 

B77 400  0 

B37 50  0 

Cia 20  0 


Mo. 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
6  10  10 


4,476  10  10 
Muir  and  Co. 


4,476  10  10 

By  a  manager.  Q.  Looking  at  these  notes,  can  you  state  whether 
there  are  two  of  the  notes  that  you  paid  in  respect  of  these  drafts  of 
Muir  and  Atkinson  on  that  day  ? 

A.  They  are  the  same  numbers,  but  it  is  impossible  for  me  to  say  that 
they  are  the  same  notes  which  I  entered. 

Q.  Are  they  the  same  letters  and  sums? 

A.  They  are  the  same  numbers. 

Q.  Do  not  the  sums  and  the  letters  appear  in. the  waste  book  as  you 
have  entered  them? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  they  correspond  with  the  notes  which  I  hare  put  into  your 
hand? 

A.  They  cotrtspoad  with  the  entry  in  my  hand  writing. 

^  Croa 


K' 
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«.         Cross-examined. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recoltectjon  of  the  traasactup  In  questioiif  except 
from  the  entry  in  the  book  before  you?  -  " 

A.  Awuredly  not.  '  ^      . 

Q.  Is  that  the  only  book  in  which  thene  is  any  entiy  on  this  subject  in 
jour  own  hand  writing  ? 

A.  This  is  the  only  1)ook  iix  which  there  is  aoy  eatry  on  the  subject  in 
mjf  hand  writing. 

^  Q.  Is  thereiany  notice  taken  in  that  entry  in  the  book  which  is  in  your 
<arn  hand  whtTngi  of  the  draft  which  you  have  in  yoilr  hand  } ' 

A.  No. 

Q.  Then,  from  the  entry  alone,  could  you  say  that  the  payment  of 
4^4761.  10s.  lOd.  comprehended  the  account  in  question^  judgmg  ftom 
that  boolc  alone  ? 

.    A.  I  cat!  have  no  knowledge  from  this,  that  it  comprehended  this 
draft. 

The  clerk  read,  '«  June  31,    IIM^  Bank  oAct.  Cliffbrdt 

aoooL" 


■  I  *   1  » 


■» .  • 


*R» 


l«4i^ 


nFTH  DAY. 

.    SAT^B^illr,    MAT   teir 

jMr.  Wlkkbrea^^  «*  The  first  evtdetice  Vih\c\\  the  Minageiv 
will  submit  to  the  attention  of  your  Lordships  this  morning,  will 
rcipccira  coftiin  quantity  of  bank  notes,  regarding  which  there 
Wai  the  appearance  of  some  mistake  in  ihe  entry  of  the  proceed-' 
i^  9f  yij^ste/dav.  The /act  is,  there  is  no  n[>istake,  but  the  wit- 
ness was  somcwnat  confused,  and  did  not  clearly  explain  himself*^ 
There  was  a  misapprehension  about  the  numbers  of  the  notes^ 
fii6iii  aii^kbijdgtiieuSi  in*  Uk  £guces»  After  some  farther  remarks, 

....  • 

Thomas  Edgar  was  again  ca/Ud^    and   examined   by   Mr. 

Whitbread. 

The  following  entry  was  read  from  the  waste  book  of  Messrs^ 

Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith. 

B.  261  to  7       6  6000  6000  Muir  and  Co, 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  that  six  notes  of  a  thousand  pouads  each  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Po  you  mean  that  the  number  261,  «nd  the  figures  following  that 
afterwards  67,  deaote  that  they  are  of  one  series,  261  to  267  } 

A.  There  is  a  mistake,  jfor  261  to  7  would  make  seven  notes.  It 
appears  by  other  books- that  th#4Htfttb6»  paid  for  this  were  261.  2.  3* 
4.  6.  7. 

Q.  Before  the  witness  speaks  of  other  notes,  it  is  wished  to  know  whether 
those  other  books  are  in  liis  own  hand-writing? 

A.  The  note  of  lOOOl.  omitted  here,  is  in  my  own  hand-writing. 

Q.  Whether  those  figures  201,  with  the  addition  Of  the  figure  7,  were 
not  meant  to  comprehend  the  notes  between  261  and  267  ? 

This  question  was  objected  to,  as  a  leading  question ;  the  witness 

was  therefore  asked 

Q.  What  do  the  figures  commencing  26 1>  and  the  figure  7  following 
♦hat  ^Q 1  denote  ? 
A.  They  should  denote  six  notts,  but  they  do  ftot. 
Q.  What  is  it  they  do. denote? 
A.  They  denote  seven  instead  of  six, 

Q.  How  do  you  account  for  the  seventh  note,  vhich  voq  say  is  there 
denoted  ?  • 

No.  B.  265,  was  not  paid  witlj  those  nojeti, 

Q,  It 


Q.  It  19  wi^i^  ip  tofer  the  witness  to  anolhe*  entry  ia  jthf  ^ane  book, 
t»  account  for  that  note>  Ko.  965.   Have  you  aoy  eatry  io  yo|ir.  ovm  band* 
K^liagtbut  coniMkcts  itself  with  No.  S§9.? 
A.' Yes,  the  entry  is  in  my  owu  hand-writing.  .         . 

Q,  Wh^t  became  of  that  AOle  f 

A.  It  was  paid  to  Walpoie  and  Go.  battkersy  in  Lombard  Stteet: 
d  Wat  ihat.t^Od  also  aooteof  1000^.  ? 
A*  m  es. 

Mr.  Plomer.    Q.  Proceed  to  explain  the  mistake  you  before  stated  l» 
the  Court,  that  belonged  to  that  first  entry  of  the  llth  of  July,  1793. 
gg|l    A»  By  entering  the  ^:l  to  7>  iu  thii  method  of  entering,  it  is  supposed 
ipf  I  that  these  are  all  following  nuniben,  1,  2,  3,  4, 5,6,1;  but  in  the  entjy 
1^1  5  is  Dot  among  them. 

^i  Q.  Mow  came  you  yesterday  to  represent  that  the  numbers  were  in  a 
series  from  261  to  276,  whereas  yon  say  nOw  that  the  figures  seven  and  six 
'if  I  ^^^0^  ^o  be  considered  as  seventy-six,  but  as  a  seven  and  a  six ? 

I    A;  Tbe  entry  terminates  with  the  figure  seven;  and  that  six  shotiid 
^^1  have  had  a  dot  between  it,  to  import  six  thousand  pounds. 

Q.  If  nothlfig  biit  that  enlvy  had  beeir  presented  to  you,  without  any 
oppartumty  of  leferring  to  any  entry  in  any  other  book,  or  to  notes,  coula 
jDu  hare  put  the  construction  upon  the  entry  which  you  ace  now  giving^ 
"*\  n  that  you  put  upon  it  yesterday  ? 

A.  1  should  have  supposed,  looking  at  the  entry  as  it  stalfeds,  that  I  had 
fwd  the  persofi  lOOOi.  too  much.   ' 

Q.  Do  you  now  mean  to  state,  after  all  that  has  passed  since  you  wers 
examined  upon  the  subject,  that  any  thing  that  has  been  sltewh  you 
brii^  back  to  your  recollection  any  tj^ng  upon  the  subject^  or  only  that 
it  is  by  comparing  those  notes  with,  the  entry^  that  you  draw  that  conchv* 
non  from  it ;  had  ybU  "any  distinct  memory  of  it  beyond  that  which  your 
entry  itself  imports  ?. 
A.  No,  J  could  not  have  answered  it  but  from  reference  to  the  booksC 
Q.  You  have  referred  to  another  entry,  relative  to  a  sum  of  1,6611.  it 
ii  desired  to  know  whether  that  entry  does  not  im^port  that  thiere  was^ 
money  or  drafts  to  that  amount  paid  into  the  house  hy  Walpole  and  Co. 
or  that  it  was  paid  out  of  the  house  > 

A.  It  wai  paid  to  sonie  clerk  of  Walpol^s,  ;tHlo  900s  pound  to  recdte 
aooiea.     .  • 

Q.  Are  you  to  be  understood  that  the  bank  note>  B.  265,  which  is  one 
of  the  notes  described  in  that  latter  entry,  relates  to  a  bank  note  that  was 
pHd  by  the  house  in-  which  you  were. a  clerk,  to  a  clerk  in  the  house  of 
walpole  and  Co.  ? 

A.    1  CS. 

Q.  What  do  you  consider  to  be  a  sufficient  description  to  dlstiftgoish 
<tte note  from  another? ' 

A.  Entering  it  from  number  I  to  5,  or  }0>  or  whatever  number  it  may 
ttnainate  with. 

Q.  Do  you  consider  the  number  of  a  note  to  be  sufficient  to  dlstingvisli 
'^  fiom  all  other  notes,  without  the  addition  of  a' date  ? 

A.  No^  it  is  not  sufHtient. 

Q.  Do  the  dates  of  those  notes  appe^  U|ion  the  fate  of' the  entfy  that 
^**u  have  referred  to  ?    , 
A.  No. 

Q,  Then, 
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<%.  Then,  if  the  date  be  neceuaiy  (o  identify  a  bmk  note  as  wtU  at 
thr  naniber.  as  yon  hare  not  entered  the  dates,  how  do  yoii>  know  that  the 
Dotes  presented  to  you  are  identically  the  same  notes  as  appear  in  your 
entry? 

A.  I  cannot  take  upon  me  to  swear  that  these  )ire  the  identical  notes, 

Q.  Whether,  having  looked  and  attended  to  both  the  entiies  in  yoor 
own  hand-writing,  you  can  take  upon  you  to  say  that  the  entry,  as  it 
relates  to  the  payment  of  the  notes,  beginning  26 1«  was  a  payment  of 
COOOI.  on  that  day  >  ^. 

Am  ies» 
:  Q.  Can  you  take  upon  yon  to  swear  that,  taking  in^  considetitioii  botb 
the  entries  ? 

A.  It>aid0000l.  certainly  to  this  draft  of  Muir's  of  aoOOL     - 
;  Q.  Taking  both  your  entries  into  consideratmn,  you  can  awear  that  yon 
paid  at  the  second  time  26  K  B.  2, 3,  4, 6,  and  267  ? 

A.  I  verily  believe  it  is  so. 

:  Q.  The  question  is,  having  both  entries  before  you,  can  yott  s^sear  to 
that  fact? 

A.  I  can  swear  that  I  paid  60001.  against  the  draft  of  60001. 

Q.  Look  at  the  entry  in  your  book  of  the  payment  toMuir  and  Atkitt* 
son;  whether  it  does  not  appear  that  the  entry.  No.  265,  was  paid  to  Moir 
and  Atkinson } 
'  A.  Yes,  ft  does  appear  so* 

Q.  Look  at  the  entry  in  your  book  of  the  payment  to  Walpole,  whether 
it  does  not  appear  from  that  entry  that  265  was  paid  to  Walpole^ 

A.  Yes. 

Q  Whether  you  have  any  other  knowledge  of  the  first  than  what  yov 
derive  from  those  two  entries  ? 
.  A.  In  the  bank  note  book  the  evening  preceding  this  transaction. 

Q.  Is  that  bank  note  book  you  allude  to  in  your  own  writing  9 

A.  No. 

Q-  Whether  you  have  from  any  other  entry  in  your  o%m  writing,  or 
from  your  recollection,  any  knowledge  of  the  fact  but  what  yon  derive 
from  those  two  entries  ? 

A.  Ko. 

Q.  Whether,  having  stated  the  one  entry  imports  that  number  265  was 
paid  to  Muir  and  Atkinson,  and  that  the  other  entry  imports  that  265  was 
paid  to  Walpole,  you  will  take  upon  your^lf  to  swear  in  which  of  thoK 
entries  the  mistake  exists  > 

A.  It  appears  to  me  very  clear,  that  the  mistake  lies  in  the  entry  of  the 
payment  made  to  Muir. 

Q.  You  having  stated  in  your  examination  to  day,  that  the. evidence 
which  you  had  given  yesterday,  with  regard  to  this  figure,  was  fo|indcd 
in  mistake  ;  whether  that  mistake  occurred  to  yourself,  or  whether  it  w|^ 
suggested  to  you  by  any  other  person  ? 

A.  I  discovered  the  mistake  yesterday  in  calling  over  the  notes,  and 
cpmparing  them  with  the  book,  I  found  it  immediately ;  and  X  <iid  not 
know  of  the  mistake  before. 

Q.  Whether  upon  looking  at  the  draft  which  was  paid  to  Muir  and 
Atkinson,  and  looking  at  the  entry  which  you  say  was  an  entry  of  what 
was  paid,  you  can  take  upon  you  to  say  whether  6,000U  or  7^0001.  was 
paid. 

^.  6,UOOI. 

Q.  ^liether/ 
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Q.  Whether  taking  ^aXk  the  cireunttances' which  you  have  been  om^- 
nunicating  that  you  were  acquainted  with  into  consideration,  you  aie 
•atSsfied  that  the  explanation  yov  have  given  now  to  the  house  is  correct  ? 

A.  I  am  satisfied  that  no  more  thau  dOOOl.  was  paid  to  the  house  of 
Mnir  and  Atkinson. 

Q.  You  are  understood  to  have  sworn  yesterday  positively^  that  the^ 
Mies  were  t{ie  identical  notes  which  you  have  paid ;  you  are  now  called 
upon  to  explain  how  it  is  that  to  day  you  say  you  cannot  give  the  saiue 
CTidetKe  ;  you  cannot  swear  to  the  identity  of  the  notes  ? 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  that  1  swore  to  the  identity  of  the  notes  :  if  I  did 
so,  I  was  wrong.  I  could  not  swear  to  the  identity  oi  the  kiotes  no  niaiks 
being  upon  thera, 

Q.  Does  that  entry  retertd'apaynienrbf  OOOO).  which  was  male  at 
tnetime  ?  :        ,r  .  ,,    j, 

A.  Yes,  ■"  ■"  ..-iL''  '     ■  ..     'V  i- 

Q.  Whether  figure  6  iUlowifi9that<conckisio9;pf)thf{  sf^ie^  yau  can  S4y 
that  you  have  any  recollection  of  that  figure  6  follow  vMUte  series  in  ond^ 
(D  denote  that  by  mistake  the  entry  would  exhibit  the  payment  of  a  larger 
«ini  than  you  had  made  ? 

A.  It  was  made  at  the  time.    . 

Q.  Do  yoU  kupw  the  hand  writing  of  that  book  ? 

A.  1  do  not. 

The  wicnesa  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

ilr.  Thomas  Rifle  called^  swom^  and  examif^^d^  as  follows: 

Q.  Are  you  a  clerk  in  the  house  of  Smith,  Payne,  and  Smiths 

A.   I  es« 

Q.  What  is  that  book  you  have  in  your  hand  ? 

A.  A  bank  note  book. 

Q.  Refer  to  an  entry  of  the  7th  of  July;  1783,  relating  to  six  bank 
notes  of  lOOOl.  each,  paid  out  of  the  house  on  that  day.  Is  that  entry  la 
your  own  hand  writing? 

A.  No. 

Q?  In  whose  hand  writing  is  it.> 

A,  William  Cunningham's 

Q.  IsWilliam  Cunningham  living  or  dead? 
'  A.  He  is  gone  abroad,  I  believe  he  is  dead. 

Q.  Can  you  swear  that  this  is  the  hand  writing  of  William  Cunnin?. 
ham? 

By  a  Peer.    Q.  Have  you  seen  William  Cunningham  write? 

A.  Yes,  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  believe  that  to  be  his  hand  writine? 

A,  I  do. 

* 

Tiie  wiiQcat  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Benry  Callandar  recalled.  ;       ; 

Q.  Arc  the  papers  you  bold  in  your  hand  part  of  the  papen  of  Muir 

A.  They  art. 

Q.  Do  you  hold  them  for  the  assignees  ? 

A.  They  are  faefd  for  the  assignees. 

Q.  Have 


kalefling.      '  *  -fxlinburgh,  17th  of  January^ 

Pay  Mr. Jfaitaes  NewbcggiRg,  or  order,  five  hundred 
nffc«ter)iiigv  '         :    ' 

Henry  Dundas* 
Richard  Atkinsoii,  £sq.  .-  'r-: 

eochurch-screet,  London* 

([Iiidoraqt!) 

J.  Newbeggiiig.    .  _^       -•  ^,  .,,<T 

W.  Eorbe^,  J,  Hunter,  and  Co* 

^  ?(^^ioken4eA,  Moffat,  Kensington,  and  Bold. 

^{^'^"®^»)  J*  Bcete. 


»      '  -   T 


Utefling..      :  ;       ,     :  ^;4>nbargk,flj$tlr,c|f]9|pptember, 

PaytavWinkim  BqD)  ororder»  two hundred.pounds  ster. 
,  OR  account  of  r        '    .  :  :  :/!  rT 

urd  Atkinson,  'Esq. 

cochurch-strcctj.JqfOfidqn.    .  f    <  >   if  TA  z  j^?oA/!  .^t  r    r    ' 

(Indorsed)  .^jvj-^j 

ly  to  Meesri.  Man^iieUU  Ramsey,  and  Co.  or  order,  value 

ivcd.  ^ .    >     ^  :^-r      •     •  .-■      '.  •*':••  ;t 

William  "BeH.        .rr^'-^:> 


FJiahnrgh,  14th  of  October,  1788. 

•On  demand,  pay  to  Wjlliam  Bell,  orotder,  ibe  suqixpf 
Inmdrcrf paumis stdrHri^:  *  -   .^♦'r' 

33^Nl<y  DjUNDAS. 

tichatrdi  Atkinson,  Esa .  ^       .      ^ 

rnchtiK:h-street,.  London.  ^*  'l 

(Indorsed)  ,     t      ♦  ,         ?  .  i- 

y  to  Messrs.  Mansfierd,  Rarasey;  and  Co.  or  order,  value  re-^ 

d.  ^      .  I       •.' 

William  Bell. 
f  ta  Hiomais  CoiittSt  and  compafiy,  or  order^  vaIu(3'ona6- 

MansfieU),  Ramsey,  and  Co. 
Reoei?ed  for  Thomas  Coucts,  and  Co. 

J.  Wild. 
^  May 


<S00I.  sterling.  Edinburgh,  22d  of  November, 

i8oi. 

Pay  Mr.  Ncwbegging,  or  order  three  h|indred  uontA 
sterling. 

Henry  Dundas. 
To  Richard  Atkinsoni  Esq.  Fenchurch-street. 

(Indorsed) 
J.  Newbegging. 
Pay  Sir  Robert  Herries  and  Co.  or  order,  value  on  account. 

W.  Forbes,  J.  Hender,  and  Ce« 
•     Received  for  Robert  Herries  and  Co. 

.  U.  Goldicutt. 

5001' 
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Q.  Have  yira  atiy  draft  drawn  by  Lord  MelviNe  upaa  tJbe  hoole  at 
'Muir  and  Atkinson  ?       , 

A.  f  hold  in  my  hand  a  draft,  dated  Edinburgh,  drawn  by  Henry  Don* 
das  upon  Richard  Atkin«>n ;  and,  I  believe  ft  may  save  trouble,  if  1  add 
that  I  do  not  apprehend  that  any  draft  of  his  Lordship's  was  ever  dn^a 
bpon  the  house ;  they  are  all  upon  Richard  Atkinson. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Atkinscm  a  partner  in  that  heuse? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Aie  you  acquainted  with  the  hand  writing  of  LordMelviHe? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

'The  counsel  for  Viseount  Melville  stated  that  if  the  drafts  were 
shewn  to  them  they  would  admit  every  one  that  appeared  to  be  hif 
Lordship's  hand  writing.  Upon  which  a  variety  of  papers  were 
•hewn  to  therA  aiid-the  same  were  afterwards  read  to  them,  as 

follows :  »    m 


3001.  sterling.  Edinbiirgh,  lO'th  of  August,' 

paid  20th  of  August. 

», 

Pay  to  Mr.  John  Spottiswoode,  or  order,  the  .suqa.of 
three  hundred  pounds  sterling,  on  account  of 

H£1IRY  DUKDAS. 

^cbard  Atkinson,  Esq.  London. 

(Indorsed) 
Received,     John  Spottiswoode. 
(Witness)     John  Jolly. 


^OOk'Siefling*      ^  •  Eidihburgh,  17th  of  January^ 

Pay  Mr.  Jaitacs  NewbcggiRg,  or  order,  five  hundred 

Henry  Dundas. 
3*0  Richard  Atkinson,  £k:q.  .''^rz 

ieochurdi-screet,  London* 

(flndoraef}) 

J.  Newbeggiiig.  **  «.    .^ 

•  favMcssM.  WitV<idfen,  Mbffat,-  ahd'  Co^br  dfder,  valiie  on 

W.  Eorbeji,  J.  Hunter,  and  Co* 

*  70V^ioken4en,  Moffiit,  Kensington,  and  Bold. 

•       ,^..       (Witness,)  J.  Bceie. 


e  I 


-^    ►  •  r.      I 


5001.  ^tcfliM.  4E<linburgh,fl^tlj,cfffipptember, 

Piy^rd'WUlidam  BqD,  or  orders  two  hundred. pounds  ster- 
*|  ^Jf  OR  account  of  r   .     •    .  •   .  ;  .Tr'tJ 

$1  Sicbard  Atkinson,  'Esq. 

JFciichurch-st,rcet,.lqfO|idqn.      f,    .:         .   tit'   2  j^t.V  .^t  r-    r    ' 

(Indorsed)  .   j/i^j 

Pay  to  Metsri.  Man^iieldy  JRamsey,  and  Co.  or  order,  value 

William  BeH.        -'^05 


SOOL  Trliahnrgh,  14th  of  October,  1788. 

•On  demand,  pay  to  William  Belli  or  oider,  ih^  sutn^pf 

iH^NUy  DiJNDAS. 

To  Ridurrdi  Atkihionr,  Esa.  ^  ^ 

FenchtiK:h-street,.  London.  **  ' 

{Indorsed}  /    i      r  ,         »  ,  ^• 

Pay  to  Messrs.  Man«fietd,  Ramsey,  and  Co.  or  ordeV,  value  re-^ 
<:civcd. 

William  Bell. 

*  * 

FiajF  ta  ThomaiS  CoiittSi  and  companyi  or  order^  valu(3  on  a^ 

Mansfieltl,  Ramsey,  and  Co. 
Reoei?ed  for  Thoma9  CoUcts,  and  Co. 

J.  Wild. 
^  May 
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''  May  22d,  178!. 

Mesirs.  Smith,  Payne,  and  Smith, 

Pay  the  Lord  Advocate,  or  bearer,  three  hjundr^  pounds 

Moir,  Atkinson,,  and  Muir.  . 
300!. 

(Indorsed)  *     ' 

Henry  Dundas. 

.  Piiy  to  Thomas  Coutts,  E$q.  and  Comp.  or  order,  value  on  ac« 
count. 

V  Mansfield,  Ramsey  and  Co. 

Beceived  for  Thomas  Coutts  and  Co. 

j;wiid. 


Edinburgh,  19th  September,  1783, 

On  demand,  pay  to  Messrs.  Bell  and  Raniiie,  of  Leith, 
or  their  order,  five  hundred  pounds  sterling. 

Henry  DuNDAs, 
To  Richard  Atkinson,  Esq.  Fcnchurch* 
street,  London. 

(Indorsed) 
Pay  to  Messrs.  Mansfield,  Ramsay,  and  Coi  or  order,  value  re* 
ceivecl.  - 

Bell  andRannie. 
Pay  to  Thomas  Coutts,  Esq.  and  Co.  or  order,  value  on  a<;« 
couat. 

Mansfield,  Ramsey,  and  Co. 
Receivedior«Thomas  Coutts/and.  Co, 

J:  Wild, 


5001.  sterling.  Edinburgh,  sad  September, 

1782. 
Pay  to  Sir  William  Forbes,  J,  Hunter,  and  Co.  five 
hundred  pounds  stei ling  to  account  of 

Henry  Dun  DA3.  ^ 
To  Itkhtrd  Atkinson,  Esq.  FenchurclK 
street,  London. 

(Indorsed) 
Fay  to  the  order,  of  Messrs.  Wickenden,  Mofiat,  and  Co.  value 
•B  gccouot. 

I  W:  Forbes,  J.  Hunter,  and  Co. 

Received  for  Wickenden^  MoflTat,  and  Co, 

G.  Scott. 
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Crass-examfud. 

Q.  At  -vrhat  time  did  you  come  into  the  countiog  house  of  Messrs.  Moir 
ftBd  Atkinson, 

A.  In  the  year  1775.    < 

Q,  How  long  did  you  continue  there  ? 

A.  About  seven  years. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  or  did  you  know  that  there  was  any  intercourse 
between  Lord  Melville  and  Muir  and  Atkinson's  house,  on  the  subject 
of  Colonel  Duodas,  Lord  Melville's  brother  ? 

A.  Not  any  knowledge  whatever. 

Q.  Do  yOu  know  the  origin  of  any  of  those  transactions  to  whith  these 
bills  relate.? 

A  Not  in  the  slightest  degree  but  from  the  books  of  the  house. 

Q^  Is  this  the  first  bill  that  has  been  submitted^  to  your  attention  ? 

Ar  It  certainly  is. 

Q,  Did  you  go  to  America  on  the  business  of  Messrs.  Muir  and  Atkior 

A.  Yes,  in  the  year  1776. 

Q.  Wkea  did  you  return  from  theD<;e  i 

A.  In  the  winter  of  the  same  year. 

Q.  Did  you  continue  connected  i^  business,  or  in  the  knowledge  of  tHe 
business  of  Messrs.  Muir  and  Atkinson  after  that  time  ? 

A.  Not  otherwise  than  by  the  books,  which  I  have  seen  and  perused.  * 
Twas  in  the  habit  of  corresponding  with  Mr.  Atkinson,  on  the  public  bu- 
siness entrusted  to  my  care. 

Q.  Did  you  know  the  circumstances  of  that  mercantile  house,  in  I78S? 

A.  I  certainly  think  I  did. 

Q*  Was  that  mercantile  house  in  good  credit  in  1783  ? 

A.  I  ani  perfectly  satisfied  in  my  own  mind  that  they  were. 

Q.  How  long  did  they  continue  to  be  a  house  in  good  credit  ? 

A.  Por  many  years  subsequent  to.  that  period. 

•  > 

The  witness  was  directed  to  witlidrawl 

Mr.  Thomas  Oliver  called  and  examinedy  as  follows: 

By  Counsel.  Q.  When  did  interest  first  begin  to  be  charged  upon  Jjord 
Melville?  :► 

A.  From  the  Sdth  of' April,  1794. 

Q.  ffow  much  was  the  total  interest id)arge<l  from  that  period  to  1800 
without  going  info  particulars? 

%j  a  Peer.    Q.  From  what  dpcuments  are  you  now  speaking? 

A.  i  select^  from  the  ledger  tjiediiterent  charges  made  for  interesir' 

By  Counseh  Q.  Have  you  &ny  knowledge  upon  the  subject  except* 
Ing  what  you  collect  from  the  books  ? 

^.  Many  of  the  interest  accounts  were  made  out  by  myself. 
*  Q.  Did  you  settle  those  accounts  with  Jtord  Melville? 

A.  No.  .         * 

Q.  Were  the  accounts  sent  to  his  Lordship? 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  do  you  .mean  by  made  out  ? 
•  Ar  The  calculation  upon  the  sums  'advanced. 

*s  2  Q.  CalcqUtioftS 


Q.  Calculations  in  the  book  f 

A.  Calculations  upon  paper  of  the  diAeretil  advances  from  penocft^ 
period  aj)djdt  the  end  of  each  year  charges  were  made. 

Q.'  Do  you  sjicak  of  calculations  ni'ade  at  the  timt'  in  t1i*6  course  o^ydxh' 
business  as  a  clerk  of  that  house  ? 

A..  Asa  clerk  of  that  house  during  ti^c  tsme  I  was  in- that  departtnent. 

Q.  You  did  malLe  a  oakulation  of  intexvst  tht^n >  -  -  ■' 

A.  I  did,  * 

Q.  Are  tluwe  papers  upon  which  you  niadc  that'oafcqlation  of  interest 

low  in  existence? 
A.  I  believe  in  court,  along  with  the  test  of  Lord ?MdVi lie's* voucher*?   • 
^Q.  J^4;^e  yoii  delivered  that  calculation  to  the  solictor  employed  \rf 

the  managers-?/ 

A;  I  beiicye^l  tiie  calculations  were  with  the  vouchers. 

Q    tn  wiiose*  possi^ssiou  are  the  vouchers,  and  those  calcnYations  f 

A.  They-  were  deHvered  to  Mr.  ka.ye  yesterday  morning. 

•  '-the  witness  was  diFec'ted  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Fennel  was  again  called  in  and  exajnimd  asfpflows :. 

Q.  What  was  thfe  balance  ii^  tbe  Treasurer  of  the  Navy's  hands  on  the- 
3lstof  July,.n8:)? 

*  A.  It  appear*  from  the  Qert)fiGate-books^.and4he  cashier  of  the  VictuaU- 
Jilfg  4purp^l, 

Q.  Are  the  book^you  ar^npw  about  torefcr  to  poblic  official  books  i*. 
the  NaVy  Pay'bffi'ce  > 

A.  Twp  Qf  them  ar^  for  tli^  Na^7.  Branch. 

Q.  Isthrsoneofthem? 

A.  It  is. 

Q,  What  was  the  baliince  on  th?  Navy  Branch  ? 

By  Counsel*    Q;  \Viiat  is  this  bQok#  how  is  it  niad^;  and  ho^  are  11^ 
balances  in  it  ascertained  ?  .  '        . 

A.  It  is  thexertificate-boek  of  the  Kavy  Branch,  made  by  om  c^  the 
clerks. 

Q.  Who  is  tbe  derk  thatmade  it  out  ? 

A.  Thecl9rk  who^nadcouttWs  certificate  was  Joh iv SI ac^e^jun,  at  th;it' 
time. 

;  Q*  h  th?t  gentleman  living  or  oQt  ?- 

A.  He  is  living,  and  now  on  service  atCl»atham.. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  upon  tl^s«fbj||i;ct  of  il^. balances,  except" 
what  you  collect  from,  the  wtri^af  tl^s,  Mn  Sla(fc,  juju.  i(rho  is.  a^Wra^ 
Cliathara?  * 

A.  No,  none  whatever^  but  from  these  boqk^. 

Q'- 4v<J:h4>vr.lVJ[r,  Slade  ksj^  w(ia|^  ti^e.^f^c^sL:,  w^.ll^|,9le  ^n- 
tfered  iiUlie  books  you  dp  not  know  f 

A.  xSot'particularly. 

Q.  You  4re  ^lydvrstopd  to.caU  t^ifj^i  certlfic;vti>bool%8  ;  »;e  p^  tht  ctr- 
llfieatc-4>ooks signed  by  tli^e.PayiiiasteiC,  9^4  >^  tiiQ&e  books  sp-s^^eJ^ 

A.-  The  eertiiicate-books  are  not  signed  by  the  Paymaster. 

Q.  Aiid  these  are  not  signed*  9Te  tl^e^  ? 

A..  They  are  not  signed  by  aiiy  one. 

€L  Ar€  tlie  certificate-books  tra^aujOittj?^  t<^e^ K^^J^  Qffi^  y 


A'  ^Oy  but  copies  fix)m  thorn  arc  made  out  and  signed  by  the  P^^irt^ar 
ler,  and  sent  to  the  Navy  Board. 

Q.  This  book  is  not  a  copy  of  a  ccrtUicatc-book  made  and  signed  by  the 
Payniasfer? 

A.  No  it  is  not. 

Q.  Do  yoii  mean  to' say  that  those  books,  stoned  by  the  Paymaster,  aiid 
KOt  to  the  Navy  Board,,  are  copies  of  the  whole  of  ibis  book  ? 

A.  They  are  monthly  certiticates,  made- out  generally  from  the  Ut  im 
the  ]41hof  ^very  months  and  afterwards  from  the  15th  to  the  end  of  fhe 
roonOi,  except  the  Pay  Branch,  where  the  accounts  are  madeup  monthly  ;» 
Ihe  Nary  and  Victualling  twice  a  month. 

.  Q«  Da  the;cert|ficatesso  stgacd  by  the  I^y master,  contain  every  eiitry 
to  be  found  in  that  book  ^  '  '. 

A.  They  should,  and  do  genccall^y,  except  the  memoranda  of  the  ba« 
bnces. 

Q.  Whether  those  books,  wfeieh  are  transmitted  to  the  Navy  Office  bj 
khe  Paymaster,  are  previously  examined  aud  checked  by  the  Paymaster  ^ 

A.  I  can  onfy  say  I  suppose  they  ave.. 

Q.  Are  these  so*,^ 
•  A.  I  cannot  9{>eak  posUively  to  that. 

Q.  When  yott  spoke  of  balances  on  a  tornier  day,  was  it  collected  en»^ 
My  from  tke  bo<^  before  you,  or  had  yoaauy    other  means  of  ka6.w» 
ledge  of  the  balances  ? 
'  A.  I  spoke  from  the  b«ok  before  me. 

Q>  Was  it  this  same  book  ? 

A.  This  book,  aud  a*book  of  a  similar  nature* 

Q.  Not  a  book  made  by  yourself? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Not  signed  by  any  body  * 

A.  Not  signed  by  any  body. 

Q.  Not  examined  by  any  one^ 

A.  That  I  cannot  speak  to. 

Q.  Those  were  the  materials  from  which  you  swore  to  the  balances  9% 
i  %mer  day  } 

£kO  answer* 

By  a  Peer,    Q,  Had  yoo  any  other  materials  from  wluch  you  sipokc/ 

^'  No.  A  ,  •  . 

By  Counsel.    Q.  Wa^it  in  yoar  own  particular  oflice  and  department  ?; 

A.  It  is  my  office  to  have  these  books  muler  my  custody. 
Q.  Is  the  liiiMoess  to  which  the  entries  Belate,.doiieiii\oui  department? 
A.  They  were  made  in  a  separate  branch  of  the  ofiLce. 
Q.  Not  in  the  Accounta^if^  iHranch  > 

A.  There  was  no  Accountant's  branch  at  that  period.  ^ 

Q.  Were  you  empk>yed.of$fcially  inaipy  ooeo^  the  bfauclic^to  wJiichf 
be  entriea  relate  i 
A.  I  was', 

Q.  In  which  ^  . 

A.  I  was  employed  in  one  of  the  branchrt,  but  not  rw  making  up  the 

certificate.  * 

Q.  Did  you  speak  in  statiiig  the  balances,  from  book«i  which  y<M  sn^p:. 

concerocd  in  making  up  ? 
A*  I  was  not  concerned  hi  making  them  up. 

ft.  Q.  Haves 
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Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  whatever  on  the  subject  of  tb^e  balance 
except  what  you  collect  from  the  books  ?  .  '  i 

•  A.  None. 

By  the  Managers.     Q.  Whether  the  book  you  have  in  your  hand  ViS 
not  one  of  the  public  office  books  during  the  treasurershtp  of  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  Whether  you  have  made  out  the  accounts  of  Lord  Melville's  treasu- 
rership  fiorti  thut  book,  and  others  of  tbe  same  description  ? 

A.  They  are  made  out  from  this  book>  and  others  of  a  similar  descrip' 
tion. 

The  Managers  for  the  Commons  submitted  that  the  books  id 
question  were  admissible. 

By  a  fecr.    Q.  What  is  that  book  ? 
.  A.  It  is  called  the  certificatc-bookof  the  Navy  Branch. 

Q.  Who  appoints  Mr.  Slade? 

A.  TheTreasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 

Q.  W^ho  appointed  Mr.  Slade  in  this  instance  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  was  appointed  to  the  office  prior  to  the  treasurershipof 
Lord  Melville. 

Q.  Was  be  continued  by  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Does  the  Paymaster  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  when  he  is  Al^ 
Dished  with  a  copy  of  that  book  which  you  have  in  your  hand,  from  time 
to  time  si^n  it,  and  transmit  it  to  the  NavyBoard  ? 

A.  He  does. 

Q.  Is  there  in  the  Navy  Office  at  this  time,  any  such  copy,  so  signed  by 
the  Paymaster  ? 

A.  I  cannot  speak  certainly,  but  I  believe  there  is. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  that  the  Paymaster  signs  a  copy  of  that  book,  or  only 
certificates  extracted  from  that  book  for  his  signature  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  it  is  an  exact  copy,  except 
tfie  memoranda^  at  the  foot  of  each,  which  regard  the  balances. 

Q.  The  balances  are  constituted  by  casting  up  the  book,  are  they  not } 

A.  The  general  balance  is  struck  on  the  book,  and  the  memoranda 
divide  it  into  different  parts. 

Q.  Does  the  Paymaster  sign  any  balance  which  is  copied  from  that 
book  into  the  after  book  sent  to  him  ? 

A.  The  general  balance  he  does.  '     ' 

By  a  Manager.  Q.  Will  your  lordships  permit  him  to  read  for  your  in- 
formation,  not  as  evidence,  that  part  of  the  book  which  is  ndt  copied  ? 

A.I  have  before  me  the  certi^cate  between  ttie  1st  and  the  3 1st  ofJU?y, 
1783,  in  Lord  Melville's  first  treasurership  in  the  Navy  Branch  ;  the  ba- 
lance appears  to-be  10,734!.  I4s.  id.  the  memoranda  at  the  foot  is 
•*  Whereof  in  Bank 72011.  7«.  lid.  money  and  premiums  181.. 7s.  6d.  in 
Mr.  Slade's  Bands  55151.  13s.  Id.  Exchequer  fees  39901.  Is.  7d.  making 
together  the  general  balance  I  have  just  read. 

The  witness  was  asked, 

Q.  When  the  Paymaster  has  transmitted  to  him  a  copy  of  that  whfck 
you  have  now  been  reading,  does  he  subscribe  that  general  balance? 
A.  He  docs. 
Q.  Do  you  know  whether  in  this  instance  he  did  so  ? 

A.  I  canned 
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A.  I  cannot  speak  to  this  particular;  it  is  In' the  course  of  the  office  to 

do  80. 

Q.  Is  that  which  you  have  last  read,  any  part  of  the  certificate  that  is 
transmitted  to  the  Paymaster  for  his  signature  ?  , 

-A.  No. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Is  that  memorandum  any  thing  more  than  the  rcsujt  of 
what  you  before  stated  ? 

A.  It  is  the  particular  disposition  of  the  general  balance. 

Q.  %Vhat  were  the  duties  of  the  office  of  Mr.  Slade  ? 

A«  He  vas  a  clerk  in  the  Navy  Branch. 

Q.  What  are  the  (jiuties  of  the  clerk  in  the  Navy  Branch  ? 

A.  They  are  various. 

Q.  For  whi^t  purpose  was  that  account  you  have  in  your  hands,  kept  &y 
Mr.  Slade? 

A«  It.  is  the  Treasurer's  cash  account  :^  the  account  of  receipts  aivl  pay- 
ments. 

Q.  It  that  account  kept  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  t^e  Paymaster  to 
certify  to  the  other  branch  ?  . 

A.  Certainly.  -         j       . 

Q.  Hqw  often  are  these  .certldcates  transmitted  froui  thcMTreasurer'to 
the  Navy  Office  ?  ,    :- 

A.  For  the  Navy  and  Victualling  Branches,  they  are  toailsmiU^'  twice 
a  month,  for  th<;  Pay  Branch  once  a  month.  ^  •, 

Q.  Is  thatthfe  book  fn^m  which  extracts  are  made  for  the.  information  of 
the  particular  departments  ?  ;  ^ 

A.  This  book  contains  the  particulars  tnunmitted  to  the  Navy ^  Board 
for  their  information.    . 

Q.  And  these  accounts  contain  accounts  from  time  to  time,  being  parts 
cnly^.as  they  are  understood,  of  that  general  entire  account  ? 

A.  The  parts  of  a  general  account. 

Q.  Was  4ny  dthei'  clerk  but  Mr.  Slade  employed  to  nake  out  certificated  ? 

A.  The  certificates  are.  written  by  other  clerks,  besides  Mr.  Slade,  in 
this  book. 

By  Counsel.  Q.  Will  your  lordship  permit  me  to  ask  a  question,  wber 
Uier  the  particulars,  making  up  the  general  balances,  (Constitute  a  part  of 
the  account  made  out  to  be  signed  by  the  Paymaster,  and  sent  to  the 
Navy  Board? 

A.  They  do  not. 

Q.  Then  these  do  not  form  any  part  of  the  account  sent  to  the  Treasurer 
aod  Paymaster? 

A.  They  do  not.  '  ^ 

Q.  The  Paymaster's  ceKificatc,  which  is  transmitted  twice  a  month, 
does  it  not  contain  ail  the  accounts  up  to  the  time  when  it  was  sent^ 

A.  It  does, 

Q.  Except  the  memoranda  of  the  balances  ?  * 

A.  Yes,  except  the  memoranda  of  the  balances,  as  before  stated. 

Q  From  what  materials  in  the  offiqe  does  Mr.  Slade  make  up  that  book 
and  strike  those  balances  ? 

A.  I  apprehend,  from  materials  furnished  him  by  the  chief  clerk  in  tlie 
office,  who  pays  bills  and  receives  money,  and  also  by  the  gentleman  who 
attends  the  Exchequer  receipts. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Is  there  kept  in  the  office  any  copy  of  that  certificate 
^hich  is  transmitted  by  the  Treasurer  to  the  Navy  Office  ? 

A.  None  other  but  this  book. 

Q.  li  ycuhad  occasion  to  turato  any  items  in  tlieac90UDt,  should  yoa 


'  'iefer  to  th^  "book  frhiclr  lies  bHbrc  y^n,  as  the  brfginill^  or  to  tliose^lrsr 
certificates  you  liave  before  stated  ? 
A.  To  this  book. 

Q.  Su|>po9ing  any  accident  wcrettj  happen  to  thnX  b«ok  -now  before  Jou, 
•in  what  munner  could  the  account  be  supplied  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  any  otiiet  way  then  by  obtaining  copies  femn  the  ac- 
count transmitted  to  the  Navy  Board,  that  would  be  the  nkwf  sfnipte  W2y* 
there  may  be  other  materials  In  the  office  from  which  an  a«itoutft  might  be 
made,  but  to  that  I  cannot  speak  |io<5itivel y'. ' 

Q.  When  there  is  a  necessity,  from  time  to  time,  to  mak^  op  the  Trea- 
surer's account,  what  matenuls  are  to  be  founfdtn  rhis  bookft^tHM  purposi*^ 
A.  The  receipts  and  the  general  payment. 

Q.  Are  those  materials  exclveive  of  the  memoranda.cottMiaitig'tlie  par- 
sticulars  of  the  balances  ? 

A.  Tfeey  are,  exckisvc  of  fhe  memoranda  of  Che  patfldptaTls^ftheba* 
lances.  v  " 

Q.  Are  the  mexttoraiidii of  (hose  paiticulars  resorted^ tVaHd'c^eiiiU 
irom  the  book  ? 

A.  Yes,  in  making  up  the  Treasurer's  account 
*  'Q.  It  has  been^tfft^  that  the^  certificates  ar<5  utade  ffp  A^m  the^ooks; 
^hose  business  is  it  to  make  up  those  certificates'? 
'  A.  1  do<  not  kaow  that  it  has^  been  (lie  business  of  any  cme'  gehtleman  or 
«Ierk  in  the  Navy  and  Pay  Branch«,  but  1  know,  that:  for  these  thitt/ 
^ars  jMMt  it  has  been  the<liiCMi«^  in  «he  Vict4ialling  Branch  for  the  chief 
«ierk  in  that  branch  to  mak«  up  the  certificates. 

Q.  Is  ti:e  cerlKffcate  m^Mitt  op^  liy  tiiie>same  porsoa-  wh»  keeps  the  book  ; 
If  it  should  happen  that  in  making  the  transcript  whibh  the  -ce rtificate' 
imrports  to  be  or  a  pai<  of  the  entmc,  it  sh<nikl  be  foondHhere  is  ad^  ei*rbr 
in  thehook4A  ]iiaktntifth«catcut(die(i,  wWld  tkatemor  bcoofiied  in- tb0> 
certificate,  or  the  certificate  be  made  oat  cowectlv  ? 

A.  The  copy  from  tlie  be^nniug  would  be  cftumined^with  ft-I  concelv^ 
and .  if  there  wqs  a»r  error  it  wi>«id  be  corrected . 

Q.  If  an  error  were  discovered  in  making  the  transcripts,  and  tlii»t  error' 
"Were  not  copied  ii»tiie  certificate,  biit  the  certificate  wer^  made  correct, 
would  thatcOrretiCionbe  inade  in  the  bmk  mfc^  (xy  itttkefft  ts^Ur  ^itA  ttit 
Certificate  ^    ,      .     ?  . 

A.  I  apprehend  it  would. 

Q.  Whose  duty  would  ii  be  to  compare  the  book  for  tbe]iufpOf«^f  tk;4 
correctioii  being  mai^c  f* 

A.  I  apprehend  the  gentleman  who  made  out  the  j>ar^ttlJM'  bl^iich. 
and  his  principal. 

Q.  YoQ  cannot  speak  with  any  cectatnt^r  whether  it 4s  a«ccrttiincd  that 
in  all  cases  tto  oertificate  is  an  eioact  transcript  of  tbe  book  itteH'? 

A.  It  4s  the  course  of  ofiice  that  it  should  be  an  exact  transcript,  except 
the  memoranda  before  mcutionedi 

Q.  If  the  certi£cate  contained  aa^*  mistake  in  making- that  transcript, 
night  not  that  mdilake  be  setxi^bt  byrsesorting  to  those  bosks  which  ycNi 
call  office  booksi 
A.  ItwenUl. 

Q.  Whether  the  Pay  mairtor  has  not  matmua:h)ofJiis  owir,  by  wlii^^^  hr 
can  make  4oiit  the  certificate,  and  correct  titts  book,  ifthis  bookis  not 
-^ifficient  materials  for  hbn  for  that  purpose  ? 

A,  The  Paymaster,  L  conceive,  has  an  accotifit  of  Ifii' own  balance; 
certainly  he  must  have ;  and  his  own  balance,  with  those  of  tl^e  sid>- 
'acoQUAtaftU^  miut  aakfid  geutral  baUace  which  b«  sij^os  to^ 


Qs  AwthcHe-«fcjrte«afe«f-suchaTiatiii*C5  thaf  he  might intkediit'tld 
accoont  which  he  certifies,  without  havir^g  resort  to  thM  book? 

A.  HecottW  hot  withouttheassistance  of  the  diffeftont  pay  clerks. 

Q.  With  that  assistiince  could  he  make  out  the  account  vfhich  tran»»' 
mHs  and  certifies,  without  having  recourse  to  that  book  ? 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  instance  of  any  account  transmitted  to  the 
Navy  Office  thati  does  not  proceed  upon  that  bbok  now  before  you  for  iU 
Ibuadation?" 

A,  I  do  not.  .       .* 

The  counsel  for  Viscount  Melville  wav^d  their  objection.       . 
The  witness  was  asked, 

Managers.  Q.  Of  what  branch  have  you  now  the  certificate  book 
before  you  ? 

A.  The  Navy  branch. 

Q.  What  was  the  Treasurer's  balance  as  it  appears  on  that  bopk,  3  I^t 
iuly,  1783?  , 

A.  7,2011  7s.  lid. 

Q.  Read  the  entry  to  which  you  are  referring  ?  > 

A.  It  is  called'*  in  Bank.'^ 

Q.  From  whence  are  those  memoranda  taken  ?  . ' : 

A.  They  can  be  taken  no  otherwise,  than  from  the  information  of  tue 
'different  accountants,  including  the  Paymaster.  ..    ,   \ 

Q.  Is  it  from  verbal  or  from  written  information  from,  the sul^-a<;coui^tr; 
ants  and  the  Paymaster,  that  those  balances  are  put  down?  i^ 

A.  I  cannot  speak  distinctly  to  that. 

Q.  Do  not.you  know  that  each  sub-accountant  keeps  a  book  containing 
his  receipt  and  payments  ? 

A.  He  does  keep  a  book.  I 

Q.  Docs  the  Pay niaster  likewise? 

A.  I  apprehend  he  does,  he  must  in  fact  ? 

Q.  Must  not  each  of  those  subdivisipns  that  constitute  these  memo- 
randa be  entered  in  the  books  of  the  Paym^sctor  and  the.  other  sub*^- 
accountants?  "  t  / 

A.  T  apprehend  they  must  appear  in  their  separate  books.  t 

Q.  Are  not  tho^e  the  books  from  whence  those  separate  memoranda- 
are  taken? 

A.  I  apprehend  they  are. 

Q.  Is  it  the  cqMfse  to  enter  all  tho^e  memoranda  in  the  book? 

A.  Yes,  it  has  been  the  custom  of  the  office  to  enter  the- memoramla 
at  the  foot  of  each  certificate  for  each  branch. 

By  counsel.,  Q.  Does  there  appear  any  datio  annexod  to  the  balance,  in 
tne  bank?  *  '     '  • 

A.  It  purports  to  be  the  balance  in  the  back  oiv  the  31st  July,  1783. 

Q.  Bead  the  entry  itscIC 

A.  Between  the  1st  and  3 1 st  of  July,  1783. 
f  Q.  Is  that  entered  i»  thcQrdinary  pfTicial  course,  effding  of  course  with 
the  last  date  ?  •       ♦. 

A.  It  is. 

By  counsel.  Q.  Whether  there  Is  not  a  posterior  date  in  thesatn^^age, 
thje  date  of  September,  1 7 S3?  , 

A.  There  is;  I  have  but  this  moment  observed  it,  I  apprehend  tjU:tt  is 
an  error  in  th<;  date* 

*T  Q.  What 
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ft.  Wluk  i«  that  pesteridr  dit€  that  ybu  apprehend  to  be  an  error,  and 

>vfay  do  you  apprehend  it  to  be  so  ? 

A.  It  is  the  lOth  of  September,  which  is  certainly  subsreiiient  to  the 
3l8t  of  July,  on  whifb  day  the  account  purports  to  end  10th  of  Scptcin- 
bf;r,  n83,  by  issued  to  the  paymaster  to  carry  on  payments  and  i«cals 
10,0001. 

Q.  To  whom  vnouM  that  have  been  issued  ? 

A.  The  chief  clerk  for  the  pay  branch  would  have  paid  that. 

Q.  Would  it  not  have^  appeared  from  the  book  of  the  chief  clerk  of  the 
pay  branch,  whether  tha^  was  acc^rate  or  not ;  must  nojt  that  have  been 
taken  from  the  book  of  the  chief  clerk  of  the  pay  branch  ? 

A.  No,  it  is  not  ? 

ft.  From  what  is  that  taken  ? 

A.  1  cannot  speak  precisely  what  kind  of  memorandum  is  giyen  to  the 
clerk  who  makes  out  this  certificate. 

(^,  Read  the  xiext  entry. 

A.  The  next  is  the  2j2d } 

Q.  The  22d  of  what  month  ? 

A.  As  it  stands  here  it  appears  22d  September,  1783. 

Q.  What  is  that  entry } 

A.  By  issued  to  the  paymaster  to  carry  on  payment  and  recalSj^ 
10,0091. 

Tlic  wl^ole  of  th^  entries  in  that  page  of  ihc  book  were  directed' 
to-be  read;  the  same  were  read. 

The  witness  read  the  balarrce  of  the  preceding  ^cpotint,  dated 
31st  July,  1763,  as  follows,  7,eoil.  7s.  lid. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  Can  you  account  for  the  circumstance  of  the  accounts 
paving  been  kept  in  this  manner  in  the  months  of  July  and  August  ? 

A.  I  caVinot  account  for  the  entry  of  the  account  I  have  just  rea4,  ex- 
cept an  error.  It  is  manifest  to  me  that  is  an  error,  because  I  read  two. 
sums  on  the  debit  side  of  the  treasurer  of  this  account  for  July,  1783,  as 
money  received  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  1 0,0001.  each,  which  an- 
swer to  the  10,0001.  on  the  other  side,  dated  in  September :  they  should 
have  been,  as  1  conceive,  dated  exactly  pn  the  same  day,  the  month  only 
is  altered. 

By  a  Peer.  Q.  How  soon  after  the  period  when  the  account  purports 
to  bear  date,  is  it  made  out?  For  instance,  how  soon  after  the  31st  July 
would  that  account  in  the  course  of  office  have  been  made  up  ? 

.  A.  In  the  course  of  office  certainly  before  there  was  another  certificate 
day,  that  is,  before  the  14th  of  the  following  .month. 

Q.  Read  the  two  sumsoa  the  credit  side  which  cocfe9pi>nd  with  ihe 
two  sums  on  the  debtor  sid^  ? 

The  witness  again  read  from  the  book  last  delivered  in  the  fol- 

.  ,        .  o .  ......       ....       ..... 

lowing  entries. 

Dr,  Cr.      ^ 

Jiu/y,  1783.     '  Sepi.  10. 

To  received  of  the  Trea-'J  I  By  issued  tp  thp  Pay-^ 

/aurcr.<rfcheNavy,to(  ^  I      mijster, to  carry  on (  ,  ^^^^ 

carry  on  recalls  in  his  (  '^'^^:  1      payments  ao^  re-  (  ^^^ 
Trcasurcrship    -     -  3  |    *call^    -    7    r    ?3 

Managers. 


kanagers.    Q.  Is  the  meaning  of  %  WbrJs  *'  in  bank'*  in  the^ hands 
JOf  the  tf^surcr^ 
A.  It  is  the  mode  in  this  branch  of  expressing  the  Treasurer's  balance. 

Hcfcr  to  the  other  book,  and  state  what  are  the  other  balances 
on  th^  other  branches. 

Q.  What  Mas  the  Treasurer's  balance  on  the  Slst  July,  1783  ?     * 

A.  501. ;  1721.  OS.  3|d.;  4031.;  (J,57lJ.;  4,7'3l.  making  together  ll,Jp6l. 
l?s.4d|.  which  is  the  general  balance  of  that  branch. 

Q.  Now  refer  to  the  victualling  branch? 

A.  The  balance  for  the  victualling  branch  to  the  31st  July  is  not  made 
yp. 

Q.  Whit  bqok  is  that  you  have  before  you } 

A.  The  certificate  book  for  the  victualling  branch. 

Q.  Does  the  aggregate  balance  appear  by  that  booH^ 

A.  From  the  1st  July  to  the  30th  of  September,  1783.  It  being  an  ex* 
treasurership  account,  is  not  made  up  monthly. 

By  counsel.  Q.  You  hare  said  the  balance  for  that  month  is  not  made 
up ;  is  (he  balance  made  up  for  the  succeeding  month? 

A.  No,  not  in  this  book. 

Q.  Are  any  balances  made  up  in  that  book  for  the  victualling  branch  f 

A.  None  between  the  1st  of  July  and  the  30th  of  September. 

Q.  Should  the  balances  he  made  up  monthly,  according  to  the  course 
of  the  office  ?  - 

A.  It  has  not  been  customary  to  do  so  when  the  Treasarership  be- 
comes an  £x-treasurership. 

Q.  Is  there  any  distinction  of  that  kind  in  the  accounts,  as  they  refer 
to  the  victualling  branch }  They  do  not  appear  to  be  unfinished  in  th6 
other  branches  > 

A.  I  do  not  know  the  reason  why  they  are  not  made  parallel  to  each 
other.  ' 

Q.  As  they  are  hiade  up  in  the  other  tvro  branches,  can  you  state  why 
they  are  not  made  up  in  this  particular  branch  ? 

A.  I  cannot  state  the  reason  why  they  are  not. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Georgf  Swqffield  was  again  called  in^  and  examined  as. 

Jollozvs : 

By  Mr.  AVfaitbread.  Q.  Were  you  chief  cashier  of  the  victualling 
branch  of  the  Navy  Pay  Office,  in  the  month  of  July^  1783  ? 

A»  I  was. 

Q.  What  was  the  TreasMrer*s  balance  in  that  branch  on  the  Slst  of 
July,  1783? 

A.  There  was  no  account  made  up  for  that  mouth. 

Q.  Can  yoUf  by  reference  ^  your  JQurnal,  ascertain  the  balance  of 
that  day  ? 

A,  No. 

Q.  Have  you  any  book  with  you^  by  reference  to  whicb^  you  can 
ascertain  the  balance  on  that  day  ? 

A.  1  iiave  not. 

•t:^  A.  No 
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Q*  What  was  the  balance  t|te  last  day  of  Jum,  f783?  * 

A-  At  the  end  of  June,  the  last  balance  was  in  the  whole,  SO,045l. 
Ss.  10|d. 
.  Q.  What  proportion  of  that  sum  was  the  balance  of  the  Treasurer? 

A.  9,3511.  4s.  4d.  ' 

Q.  Can  you,  by  referring  to  your  journal,  and  looking  at  your  re- 
cei()ts  and  payments  in  July,  state  what  the  balance  was  oa  the  last 
day  of  July? 

A.  I  cannot. 

Q.  Can  you,  by  reference  to  yoUr  journals,  state  what  sam  jou  received 
in  the  month  of  July  on  account  of  the  Treasurer? 

A.  On  the  1  llh  of  July  1  received  l,400l.  and  on  the  12th  of  the  saune 
month  I  received  of  him  5,6001. 

Q.  If  thefe  two  sums  are  deducted,  will  that  make  the  Treasurer's  ba^ 
lance  oiithe  31st  of  July  ? 

A.  It  will. 

Q.  What  will  that  make  the  Treasurer's  balance  at  that  period  ?    . 

A.  It  will  make  the  I'reasurer's  balance  on  the  31st  of  July,  2|35lL 
4s.  4d. 

Cross-examined. 

Q.  AVhether,  in  making  out  the  balances,  there  have  not  frequently 
been  errors,  which  have  been  a  considerable  time  existing  before  thej[ 
have  been  detected  ? 

A,  Not  at  this  time,  that  I  recollect. 

Q.  At  any  other  time  > 

A.  Yes ;  since  I  was  under  the  necessity  of  keeping  myoioncy  «t  twd 
banks,  part  in  the  Bank  of  England,  and  part  in  the  bank  of  ^etsrs. 
'  Coutts  and  Co.  I  charged  myself  on  one  occasion  with  5,0001.  which,,  ia 
fact,  I  had  not  received  from  the  Treasurer. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  office  ? 

A.  I  have  been  in  the  office  sixty  years. 

Q.  Were  you  in  the  office  at  the  time  Mr:  Greaville  watfajmaster? 

A.  I  was. 

Examijiedby  ihePcets.. 

Q.  Do  you.  know  of  any  other  error,  than  that  which  you  pointed  oot 
just  now  ? 

A.  No  other  than  one  of  the  same  .kind,  by  having  balances  at  two 
bankers;  I  upon  another  occasion  charged  myself  with  10,0001.  moce  than 
.1  received  from  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  '  , 

Q.  Were  these  errors  soon  afterwards  rectified  ? 

A.  I  believe  in  one  of  them  it  was  near  twelve  montlis  before  I  dis- 
cohered  where  the  error  was. 

Q.  Are  both  the^  errors  rectified  ? 

A.  Thev  are. 
'  Q.  Kead  from  the  defendant's  banking  book,  denominated  ♦*  Old  Ac- 
count," the  following  entry. 

A.  "The  Right  HonorabJe  Ht-nry  Dun  das,,  bank,  1782,1783,  jHly31. 
BjT  balance  toiiew  account,  2,0081. 12s.  3(J. 

• 

11m  Witness  WM  directed  to  withdrawt' 

Kr. 
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Mr.  George  Fennett  was  again  catlef,  and  examined  asfott&m: 

Q.  Has  the  Treasurer  debited  himself  in  his  public  account  ^wttii 
either  of  the  sunw  of  lOOOl.  on  the  24th  of  June,  17S3  ;  SdOOl.  on  tbi  2d 
of  July,  1783;  1,400  on  the  same  date;  6,000  on  the  1 1th  of  July;and 
2,000  on  the,  3  ist  ^  lifive  ^you  ^xauuued  tl^e  of&cUil .  books  of  the  ^avy 
Pay  Office  to  ascertain  that  fact  ? 

A.  I  have.  ' 

Q.  If  either  of  these  stims  had  been  receiyeft  from  any  public  soarde# 
^4    would  he  have  so  debited  himself?  ♦ 

A.  He  vvouid  have  dejoited  h^m^^lMn  the$e  books  before^  me.         r 

Cross  examined: 

Q.  Specify  in  ^irhat  official  books  tJiat  debit  would  have  appeared  ? 

A.  The  official  books  for  the  navy  branch  and  the  victualling  branch* 
There  are  no  receipts  and  issues  out  to  t(ie  pay  branch  from  the  Exche* 
^er,  or  from  individuals/  as  there  are  in  the  navy  and  victualling. 

Q.  These  are  all  the  books  in  fact? 

A.  They  are  all  the  books,  in  which  such  entrieg  would  or  ought  to  be 
made. 

Ilie  wiinets  was  directed  to  witfadrawA 

ikfr.  John  Gimmingham  was  again  called  in^  and  was  ex^ 

aviined  as  follows : 

Q.  What  is  that  book  you  have  in  your  hand  ? 
A.  The  Trcasui*er*s  bank  book. 
Q.  Is  it  the  Old  Account  or  the  New  Account  ? 
A.  The  New  Account,  1784.     The  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dundas, 
bank,  1784. 

The  following  entries  were  then  read  by  the  clerk: 

••The Old  Accounr,  Ri|Tht  Hon.  Henry  Dundas,  bank,  1784.'' 
•*  13th  March,  1784,  Right  Hon.  Henry  Dundas,  Old  Accounr, 
20001.*' 

Read  from  a  book  intituled  •*  New  Account,  1784,  Right  Hon. 
Henry  Dundas,  bank,  1784,"  the  following  entry,  ••  17H4, 
March  31,  Dundas,  Old  Accouut,  20001." 

Read  from  the  Old  Account,  **  24th  April,  1784,  Right  Hon, 
Henry  Dundas,  New  Account,  JOOOl." 

Read  from  the  New  Account,  **  30th  April,  1784,  the  Right 
Hon;  Henry  Dundas,"  IQOOl." 

Read  from  the  Old  Account,  **  17th  June,  1784,  to  the  Right 
Hon.  Henry  Dundas,  New  Account,  1,500!." 

Read  from  the  New  Account,  **  30th  June,  1784,  the  Right 
Hon.  Henry  Dundas,  Old  Account,  1500I." 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

« 
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Tien  Mr.  CAarUs  Lemage  was  called  tn ,  and  tdag  sworn^  was 

examined  as  follows : 

Q.  Are  you  a  cleric  in  the  Bank  > 
A.  Yes. 

A  book  was  shevrn  the  witness^  and  he  was  askecf^ 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  that  Is  a  banking  book  of  the  Tveiisurcr  of 
the  Navy? 
A.  It  is. 

Read  from  a  book  intituled,  **  Old  Account,  the  Right  Hoo. 
Henry  Dundas,  bank,  1784,"  the  followine  entries : 

««  178,5,  March  1,  Rr.  Hon. Henry  Dunoas,  N.  A.J.  R.  1500I." 
Read  from  New  Account,  before'delivered  in: 
^  1785,  April  isty  by  Dundas,  1500.'* 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Thomas  Rippon  was  called  again^  and  was  examined  as 

follows: 

Q.  In  what  mode  do  the  Bank  have  the  vouchers  written  off  in  the 
banking  book  of  the  people  who  keep  cash  with  them,  with  respect  to 
dates  r 

A.  When  voucliers  arc  written  off,  the  transaction  is  dated  on  theilay 
on  which  it  is  done,  without  regard  to  the  day  on  which  it  is  paid,  that  . 
is  the  uniform  practice. 

Q.  What  do  the  letters  N.  A.  J.  E.  mean  ? 

A.  March  1st.  The  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dundas;  N.  A.  which  are 
the  initials  for  New  Account ;  J.  R.  are  initials  of  the  person  so  writing  in 
the  credit  of  1,5001. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr,  George  Fennel  was  again  called  in^  and  examined  as 

follows. 

Q.  What  was  the  balance  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  upon  bis  Old 
Account,  on  the  31st  March,  1785  ? 

A.  It  is  not  stated  in  the  certificate  book  for  March,  17B5  ? 

Q.  Why  is  it  not  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know ;  there  appears  to  be  no  variation  in  the  Treasurer's 
balance  from  the  3lst  of  Decembt-r,  1784,  till  the  30th  of  June,  I78a.    . 

Q.  What  was  the  Treasurer's  balance  on  the  30th  of  December,  1784? 

A.  The  Treasurer's  balance  on  the  31st  of  December  was  70ll.  7s.  Ud- 

Q.  Did  that  continue  unvaried  > 

A.  It  continued  unvaried  till  the  31st  of  March,  1786. 

Q.  What  branch  is  thjit  ?      - 

A.  The  Navy  branch  ? 

Q.  Turn  to  the  next,  the  Pay  branch } 

A.  The  Treasurer's  balance,  Pay  branch,  00  the  3 1st  of  Marcli,  1785, 
was  1,05<}I. 

Q.  mat 


Q.  What  was  it  in  the  Victualling  ? 

A.  In  the  VictualUng  brainchi  the  TitaMrei's  baknce  on  the  31sld( 
[March,  1785,  was  8511.  4. 4d.  ^ 

Read  from  ihe  Old  Account,  1784,  the  following  entry :     : 
*'  1785,  March  3iar,   by  balance  to  New  Account,  1,0081. 
12s.  3d." 

Read  from  the  New  Account,  1784,  before  delivered  in,  the 
ibtlowing  entry : 

1784.  August  30th,  Swaffield^200olV* 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  Gmrge  Swaffield  was  again  called,  and  examined  as 

follows: 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  draftfor  2,00(H.  upon^fheBitnk,  orthepiodnce 
of  such  a  draft,  in  the  month  of  August,  1784  ? 
By  a  Peer.     Q.  What  papers  arc  those  you  arc  referring  to?  ^ 

A.  They  are  copies  of  accounts  with  which  1  have  furnished  the 


The  witness  was  directed  to  refer  to  the  original* 

By  counsel.    Q.  Is  that  in  your  own  hand  writing  ? 

A.  All  this  is  in  my  own  hand  writing. 

Q.  Look  at  the  24th  August,  1784^ 

A.  1  received  no  money  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  on  that  day. 

Cross  examined. 

Q.  In  August,  1784,  by  whom  was  the  detail  of  the  busine^of  the 
Treasurers  office  managed? 

A.  Mr.  Douglas  ;  he  was  then  the  Treasurer's  Paymaster. 

Q.  Was  the  detail  of  business  managed  by  Mr.  Eiouglas  ? 

A.  So  far  as  respected  the  Victualling,  it  was  certainly  man'aged  bj 
me. 

Q.  Which  department  is  this  particular  payment  in  ? 

A.  In  the  Victualling  branch. 

Q.  Who  would  have  been  to  issue  the  money  to  you  in  that  branch? 
*  A.  Mr.  Douglas. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Douglas  draw  all  the  drafts  upon  that  subject? 

A.  Mr.  Douglas  at  times  was  very  much  afflicted  with  the  gout,  and 
liad  not  the  power  of  drawing. 

Q.  Who  drew  when  he  could  not  draw? 

A.  1  did. 

By  Mr.  Whitbtead.    Q.  Who  signed  the  draft ! 

A-  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  the  month  of  August,  1784,  or  at  any  other  time,  draw. 
^  draft  payable  to  yourself,  which  you  did  not  give  credit  for  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy? 

A  I  did  not. 


The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw* 


Then 


Then  Mr.  George  Fennel  was  agmw  calM  h^i  and  etaMnei 

Q.  State  the  Treasurer's  b^anceon  the  new,  accpunt  on  the  3 1st  of 
^arch,  1785,  the  second  Treasuiership  \ 

A,  It  wai  22,19211.  17s.  7d.  in  tlie  pay  branch  ?  5,W2K  Ifc.  4d.  the  trea- 
fiirer's  victualling  branch  ;  on  the  31st  of  March,  1785,  15,3521.  lOs.  9d. 
oathemivybraDiab*'  ^ 

.   JRead  from  the  New  Account,.  178^9  befor^e  delivered  in,  the 

following  entry-:  iS 

♦*  KISS,  April  l.st,  by  balance  toNew  Account,  35,5181.  6s.  8d." 
Read  from  the  same  book  the  following  entry  f 

/M785.  May  3l«t,  Swiiffield.  20001." 
The  Witnlws  was  directed  to  WliliJraw. 

Then  Mr.  John  Swaffield  was  again  called  in,  cmd  examined  as 

follows :         ' 

Q.  Look  at  yqlir  acoonul^  with  the  TreMuner0f  the  Ha vy,  and  stale 
whether  you  received  a  draft  or  the  produce  of  a  draft  the  25th  of  May, 
1785,  for  20001. 

A.  On  that  day  I  received  50001. 

Q.  Did  you  also  receive  a  draft  for  20001.  on  that  day  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Head  from  the  new  account^  HSi,  before  delivered  in,  (he  follow- 
ing entry. 
«<  May  3Ut  1785,  Swaffield;  SOOCl'* 

Cross-examined. 

Q.  Whether,  independent  of  the  entries  contained  in  the  books  yoq 
produce,  you  are  able,  from  yoarm^mory,  to  give  an  account  of  ait  the 
transactions  of  tftat  period  ?  -1^ 

A.  I  am  not. 

Q.  Have  you,  since  the  date  just  referred  to.  May,  1785,  settled  your 
accounts  at  different  times  with  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy,  on  the  account 
of  the  Treasurer,  without  bting  called  at  any  time. to  render  an  account  of 
these  two  sums  ? 

A.  1  have  not.    ' 

Q.  Were  are  the  accounts  you  have  since  settled  with  the  Treasurer  of 
the  Navy  ?  ' 

A.  In  writing  in  my  own  hand  in  this  book. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  to  state  that  you  have  ever  settled  any  account  yooi- 
f^f  with  the  noble  defendant  ? 

A*  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  have. 

Q.  Having  stated  that  you  sometimes  drew  draft's  when  Mr.  Douglas 
was  not  in  a  condition  io  draw  for  himself,  whether  you  on  that  day,  or 
the  day  before,  paid  the  sunv  of  20001.  ? 
'  A.  1  did  not, 

1  From 
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fnm  a  Peer.  Q.  You  state  that  occanonallj  you  drew  drafts  in  your 
own  name,  though,  in  fact^  you  were  only  authorised  by  Mr.  Douelas  ad 
to  do,  whether  at  those  times  when  you  drew  the  drafts^  the  drafts  Were 
eutered  in  the  books  as  paid  to  the  individual  in  whose  favor  you  dreiHf 
the  drafts,  or  whether  they  were  entered  as  paid  to  you  ? 

A.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  ever  drew  a  draft  of  that  kind  in  my  oWn. 
same. 

Q.  As  you  did  not  settle  your  accounts  personally  with  Mr.  Dundasi^ 
vith  whom  did  you  settle  them  ? 

A.  I  settled  it  in  my  own  books,  and  of  course  knew  the  balance  at  the 
|Bd  of  every  month. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw.  ^ 

« 

Mr^  Thomas  Oliver  was  again  called  iVi»  and  produced  a  ledger 
of  Messrs*  Drummonds^  and  was  examined  as/ollows: 

Q.  Read  an  entry  of  the  25th  of  May,  1785. 

A.  The  title  of  the  account  is  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dttncfa^^ 
May  25th,  1735,  received  of  Andrew  Douglas  20001. 
By  counsel.    Q.  Has  the  witness  eiuimiaed  this  period  with  any  book  } 
A.  Yes,  I  have. 

The  witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  George  Fennel  was  again  called  tVi,  and  examined  as 

follows. 

Q.  What  were  the  Treasurer's  balances  on  the  31st  of  May,  1785,  ia 
the  navy  branch  ? 

A.  The  balance  then  was  54,7731.  1  Is.  lid.;  for  the  pay  branch,  31st 
May,  1T85,  19,8391.  16s.  4d.;  forthe  victualling  branch,  on  the  3 1st  May» 
1785,  13,3521.  10s.  9d. 

Q.  State  th»  official  balance  the  3 1st  July,  1785. 

A.  JPor  the  navy  branch  3,6021. 14s.  9d. ;  for  the  pay  branch,  the  31st 
July,  1785,  6,2001. 

Q.  For  the  victualling  branch  > 

A.  The  31st  July,  1785,  13,7521.  lOs.  9d. 

The  witness  was  desired  to  withdraw. 


Mr.  John  Gimmingham  was  again  called  iit,  and  examined  as 

follows: 

Q.  Do  you  know  whether  these  are  the  banking  books  of  the  Treasurer 
•f  the  Navy? 
A.  They  are  both  the  Treasurer's  books*  ... 

V*  The 


The  witness  was  directed  to  Withdraw. 

Q.  Bead  from  ^  book  entailed  New  Account*  Right  HoDorabl&HeKTf 
I>ifndM,  Baak,  n85«  the  foUo^ttg  entry.  ...... 

A.  17S5,  Jiil^^SOtii,  by  balaftoe  to.aew account,  ]5,03dl.  10s.  8d. 

Q.  Bead  from  mother  book  iotltled  New  Aooount*  Bight  Honorable 
Henry  Dundas  with  the  Bank,  by  act  of  Parliament,  dated  July  Isl,  i185^ 
the  f61I<^wing  entry. 

A.  July  50th,  by  balance  to  new  account,  38,5261.  15». 

Mr.  John  Davies  was  called  in^  and  being  sworn^  was  examined 

as  follows : 

Q.  JMd  you  pay  or  transfer  the  sum  of  lOOOI.  to  the  accoiiiit  of  Lord 
Melville,  Uie  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  at  the  Bank,  in  the  monlh  of  Octo- 

,A.  J  made  a  draft  for  lOOOl.  payable  to  the  Bight  Honorable  Henry 
nundas;  it  was  for  his  saftry  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  for  the  preceding 
quarter. 

Q.  AVhat  situation  did  you  hdld  in  the  Navy  Pay-office  at  that  time? 

A.  At  that  time  1  was  assistant  to  the  then  Cashier  of  the  Navy. 

Q.  What  was  his  name  ? 

A.  John  Slade:  the  public  cdsh  was  depbsited  in  our  joint  name*,  and 
ilierefore  I  drew  the  draft  myself. 

Q.  Did  you  m^ke  any  payment  to  the  amount  of  10001.  ? 

A.  I  did  on  the  6th  of  Octoter^  iVsS. 

Q.  On  what  account  did  you  make  that  payment  ? 

A«  I  made  it  on  account  of  the  Bight  Honorable  Henry  Dundas's  talary 
for  the  preceding  quarter. 

Q.  To  %hom,  or  to  what  account  did  you  make  that  j/aytnent  ? 

A.  I  will  look  at  anotht^r  book,  and  inform  you. 

Q.  By  a  Peer.    U  that  bdok  in  youf  hand- writing? 

A.  It  is  all  in  my  own  hand-writing ;  the  draft  was  drawn  piyaMe  fo 
Mt,  nundas^  but  U  was  given  to  Mi*.  Douglas. 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

Sead  from  a  book  iRtittiled,  Ndw  Account,  Right  Honwable 
Henry  Dundas,  1185,  before  delivered  in,  the  following  entry: 
^*n85,  October  6th,  Slade  and  Davies,  lOOOl." 

Mr.  Fennel  was  called  in  again^  and  examined  as  follows : 

Q.  State  the  Treasurer's  balance  on  the  3  Ist  October, .  1785. 

A.  The  Treasurer's  balance  in  the  navy  branch  on  the  31st  of  October, 
1785,  was  65,7331.  10s. ;  for  the  pay  branch  on  the  31st  Octobc^  1785; 
3,2]3t.  16s.  lid.;  for  the  victualling  branch  on  the  31st  October,  1785. 
19,7121.  10s.  9d. 

•    Q.  Bead  from  the  New  Account,  Bight  Honorable  Henry  Dundas, 
Kink,  17^5,  befb^  ^Mivcred  \tx,  the  following  entry  : 

A.  "  1785, 31ft  October,  by  balance  to  NeiicAccount,  9,0?fll.'t0g.  Sd.** 

Q.  Bead  from  th«JlK>6k  intitled  the  Bight  Honorable  Henry  Dundht 
with  the  Bank,  by  ait%  of  Pintiament,  dated  July  the  Ist,  1785,  before  de* 
lMr6d  in  the  following  entry : 

A.  '•  17S5,  October  3  i8t,  by  balance  to  New  Account,  128,0331.7$. 

The 
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The  witaess  waf  ^irectcA  to  withdraw. 

Ur.  ArchibM  JDimglaswasc^Ultd  in  ag(un^  and  examined  as 

follows: 

Q.  When  did  your  father  die  ? 

A.  Someday  in  December,  1785,  to  the  best  of  my  recollectioo^  bu^  I 
canoot  ascertain  the  day. 

Tbe  witness  was  desired  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  George  Fennel  was  again  called  in,  and  stated  from  the 
certificate  books  before  delivered  in,  that  the  Treasorer^Wanoe 
ftr  the  navy  branch,  on  the  30th  of  November,  1785,  was  5,984l. 
lb.  Id. ;  for  the  pay  branch,  on  the  3pth  of  November,  1785,  was 
£>513l.  16s.  tid. ;  fc^r  the  victualling  branch,  on  the  30th  of  No-  * 
vember,  1785,  the  balance  w«s  21,712!.  10s.  9d. 

Q.  RcadJrom  the  book,  ijititled  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dundas  with 
the  Bank,  by  act  of  ParliaineDt,  July  Ist,  1785,  the  following  entry: 

A.  "  1785,  November3bth,  by  balance  to  New  Account,  pj,7S3l.  19s.  id, 

Q.  Bead  from  the  bankii^-lioQk  New  Account,  17 85,  the  followyig 
entry: 

A.  "  1785,  October  31st,  To  balance  from  old  account,  agi;eed,  John 
Betteworth«  9,0261.  10s.  8d,    ^ 

The  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

XAcn  Mr.  Osbam  Standert  was  again  called  int  and  examined 

asfollowsi 

Q.  You  arc  clerk  in  the  Navy  Office  ? 

Am  Yes. 

Q.  When  the  Treasurer  of  the  Nav^r  is  to  make  a  transfer  from  on© 
account  to  the  other,  whether  he  does  not  do  that  by  direction  of  the 
Navy  Boa^d  ? 

ML  Yes. 

Q.  is  he  allowed  so  to  do  without  directions  for  that  purpose  being 
given  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Were  any  directions  given  for  transfers  by  the  Navy  Board,  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  for  20001.  on  the  13th  of  March,  1784,  or  for  10001.^ 
on  the  24th  of  April,.  1784,  or  for  1,3001.  oorthe  nth  of  June,  1784,  or  for 
i,bWA.  on  the  1st  Match,  1785  > 

A.  I  cannot  tell  from  memory. 

Q.  Have  you  taken  any,  and  what  means,  to  inform  yourself  upon 
that  subject,  or  whether  such  orders  were  or  not  given  ? 

A.  I  have  referred  to  those  bills,  by  which  those  tranfers  were  made* 

Q.  Do  you  mean  by  which  aU  transfers  were  made  during  the  Treasurer^ 
4hip? 

A.  Yes. 
-    Q.  Do  you  find  any  authority  whatever  for  the  Treasurer  haying  made 
the  transfers  that  were  before  repeated  to  you  ? 

A*  The  bills  only  are  the  authority  for  such  transfers. 
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Q.  Examine  those  bills,  and  see  if  you  can  find  aay:  aiatliority  ftr 
a  transfer  of  the  sum  of  200Q1.  on  the  J  5th  March,  17  S4;  the 
second  is  10,0001.  the  third  h  ^,0001.  the  fourth  is  tOOOl.  the  fifth  U  * 
5000L  the  sixth  is  50001.  the  seventh  is  50001.  the  eighth  is  50001.  the 
ninth  is  50001.  the  tenth  is  10,0001,  the  eleventh  i%  oOOOl.  and  the  twel(t|i 
is  50001. 

Q.  Are  there  any  more  bills  of  the  same  iiatqre,  authorbing  transfta 
during  that  period  ? 

A.  Not  from  one  treasurenhip  to  the  other* 

Cross-examined. 

Q.  ExpUin  what  you  mean  by  transfers  made  by  bills  ? 
A.  Sums  that  have  been  received  by  the  Treasurer,  for  the  time  beings 
and  paid  over  to  the  Ex-Treasurer  to  carry  on  the  service  during  his  trear 
fiirer^hip. 

Q.  Then  you  are  to  be  understood,  that  the  account  of  the  Ex*Treasa« 
ler,  and  the  Treasurer  inthe  office,  are  kept  distinct  ? 
A.  Theyafeso. 

Q.  Do  you  me^n,  speaking  of  the  transfers  frpm  one  account  to  the 
other,  that  that  was  directed  by  the  Navy  Board  ? 
A.  Yes,  that  it  was  directed  by  the  Navy  Board. 
Q.  Each  head  of  service  is  also  kept  distinct  by  the  Ex  Treasurer;  or 
by  the  Treasurer  in  office  ?  t 

'^A.  Exactly  so. 

Q.  Are  any  directions  given  with  respect  to  the  removal  of  any  money 
from  the  Bank  for  any  purpose.     Qe  \hp  Board  ever  give  any  directipn^ 
upon  that  subject  / 
A,  Never. 

Qi  The  transfer  from  one  place  to  another  place,  is  left  to  the  discrettoii' 
of  the  Treasurer,  and  is  not  under  the  direction  of  the  Board  ? 
A.  Undoubtedly  not. 

Q.  Was  there  any  transfer  from  one  account  to  the  other,  at  the  period 
respecting  which  you  hs^ve  been  interrogated  in  April,  jylarch,  and  June, 
1784? 

A.  I  find  one  l^sfer  of  10,0001.  was  made  in  March,  1784^  from  tho 
new  account  to  the  old  account. 
Q.  Is  that  a  transfer  that  is  directed  l^y  the  board  ? 
A.  Yes,  that  10,0001.  was  expressly  received  by  the  Treasurer  in  hia 
second  treasurershtp,  purposely  to  pay  over  to  the  Treasurer  in  his  first 
trcasurership. 

Q.  Was  tfiat  under  the  regular  autbof  ity  of  the  Navy  Board  > 
A.  Yes 

Q.  Is  there  any  authorised  transfer  in  the  same  month  from  one  account 
to  the  other  ? 
A.  I  do  not  know  of  ^ny. 

Q.  The  total  amount  of  the  Ex-Trcaisurcr  and  the  Treasurer  in  Qfiice« 
is  never  varied  at  all  without  authority,  is  not  that  so  ? 
A.  Yes,  that  is  perfectly  clear. 

Q.  Whether  you  know  any  alterations  in  the  month  of  March,  and  the 
•ther  two  months  from  the  old  account,  to  the  new  account  from  the  Ex- 
Treasurer  to  the  new  Treasurer  ? 
Q.  Do  you  belong  to  the  Navy  Pay  Office  at  all  ? 
A.  I  do  not, 
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Q.  Db  ydo  belong  to  the  Katy  Office? 
A.  Ym. 

Q.  Is  \t  your  particular  office  toconttoul  the  TreasarePs  accountt? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  Does  it  He  withiit  your  own  knowledge,  if  there  is  any  transfei:  from 
ODe  account  to  the  other  in  consequence  of  your  departmi&tit  ? 

A.  It  would  appeal' in  the  account  of  each,  the  sura  transferred,  and  the 
sum  received,  in  the  other  account  ? 

Q.  Would  it  come  within  your  official  knowledge  if  such  a  transfer  had 
at  aoy  time  been  made  ? 

A.  Jt  would.  ' 

Q.  Did  any  such  transfer  takjB  place  on  the  13th  of  March,  17S4,  from 
one  account  to  the  other  ? 

A.  The  day  oi^  fvhioh  the  actual  tran3fer  waa  made,  I  cannot  speak  to. 
tot  the  document  by  which  the  tranfer  was  made,  passed  the  office  on  the 
«th  of  March,  1784. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  transfer  from  one  account  to  the  other 
in  the  course  of  the  same  months? 

A.  I  do  not«  ■    t 

Q.  If  there  had  been  any  transfer  from  one  account  to  the  othei^  should 
jou  have  known  it?  •     ) 

A.  In  the  regular  coiwse of  business  iahoMld.  ^ 

Q.  Are  you  in  possession  of  any  ducuments  to  know  whether,  in' point 
of  fact,  there  appears  to  have  been  any  variation  of  the  accounts  in  that 
month?    Any  transfer  from  one  account  to  the  other  i    -       •  : 

A.,  The  express  sum,,  which  1  have  mentioned  before,  of  IO9OOOI.  is  the 
cnly  article  that  I  know  of,  that  was  transferred  in  that  way,  and  the  only 
transfer  that  1  know  hai>  been  made. 

Q.  It  is  wished  to  put  (lie  same  question,  with  respect  to  tfai;  other  tw;^ 
months,  April  and  June*  17S4j  and  th^  month  of  March,  1785  ? 

A.  I  have  uo  document  of  April  or  Junei  1784,  that  shews  any  IraosCer 

all. 

Q.  Have  you  any  relative  to  M»rch,  1785  ? 

A.  I.haye  a  document  of  tiie  lith.of  March,  1785,  50001. 

Q«  Do  you  know,  in  point  of  fact,  whether  any  transfer  u^thcroCfhoie 
V^^s,  from  one  acount  to  the  other^  did  take  place  ?      v 

A.  I  cannot  tell  by  my  memor}'. 

Q.  Can  you,  by  referring  to  any  books,  ascertain  that,  fact? 

A.  Referring  to  the  Treasurer's  receipts  and  payments,  which  were 
signed  by  Mr.  Douglas,  would  shew  it ;  the  certificate-books. 

Q.  Specify  the  Books  in  which  that  is  to  be  found. 

A.  It  woiild  have  appeared  in  the  books  Mr.  Fennel  lately  bad  copied 
pf.    Those  books  are  in  the  hand$  of  the  solicitor  for  the  managers. 

Q.  Supposing  a  transfer  from  the  Bank  Account  of  the  ex-treasurer  to 
the  Bank  account  of  the  new  Treasurer,  or  vice  versi,  would  that  be  a  sub-, 
ject  upon  which  ^y  direction  would  be  r^squired  from  the  Navy  Board  ? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

By  Managers.    Q.  Does  Jthe  >yitnes$  mean  to  represent  that  no  transfer 
im%  made  at  the  periods  that  have  been  mentioned  from  the  second  treasu* 
^ership  to  the  first,  without  anthority  from  the  Navy  Board } 
A.  I  only  speak  from  the  authorities  which  lie  bcfoc^  me. 

Q.  May  there  not  for  aoy  thing  you  know,  have  been  a  transfer  made 
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firomtheteeOiidhcoiirersbiptothefintywitiiMittothQriftf  kamthtSmy 

Board? 

A.  I  think  If  they  had  been,  and  theie  tnosfoi  had  been  regular,  I 
most  hare  known  it ; 

(2.  You  are  aikcd  concefning  Incgnlar  and  tinanthnriifd  tamkn} 

A.  Those  I  cannot  speak  to. 

Q.  When  you  aie  speaking  of  tranrfen,  are  yon  to  be  andeniood  to  be 
speaking  of  transfers  of  the  ^nk  acooontof  the  Treasurer  at  the  Bank,  ta 
the  Bank  account  of  £x-T«easurer;  or  the  total  account  of  oaeTicasncr  to 
the  total  accoant  of  the  other  ? 

A»  We  know  of  no  transaction  at  the  Bank* 

» 

Examined  hf  the  Peers. 

Q.  When  yon  spedc  of  a  traisfer  from  the  new  to  theold  accoant^  d9 
yon  mean  by  that  the  Bank  carrying  part  of  the  ereditt  which  stood  to  the 
new  account,  to  the  credit  of  the  old  account  ? 

A.  When  mmiey  is  reqniied  in  the  old  treaswership^  to  carry  on  tbe 
service,  an  application  is  made  to  the  Navy  Board  for  a  sum  so  to  do:S 
the  Navy  Board  write  to  the  Treasarer  of  the  Navy  to  soficit  a  ceitsn 
sum  for  that  purpose ;  he  takes  that  solicitatkm  to  the  Treasury,  and  npot 
that  document  the  Treasury  issue  the  precise  sum  to  theTreasoier  for  such 
purpose.  When  that  is  done,  he  eertifies  to  the  Navy  Board  that  such  a 
mm  is  received  for  such  a  purpose ; 'upon  which,  those  bills  art  made  ant 
in  the  name  of  the  £x*Treasorer,  and  assigned  in  the  name  of  theTreaio- 
ler  for  the  sum ;  therefore.  It  is  only  a  sum  passing  through  the  mediiiffl 
of  the  present  Treasurer  to  the  late  treasurertbip,  to  carry  on  the  sofice 
^f  that  late  treasurership. 

Q.  Then  if  the  Treasurer  for  the  time  being,  should  draw  upoo  tbe 
Bank,  by  hb  Paymaster,  for  the  sum  of  lOOOi.  and  that  should  come  intotlie 
hands  of  his  Paymaster,  and  should  afterwards  by  that  Paymaster,  pr  my 
other,  be  paid  to  the  old  aooount,  whatever  that  is  in  e€ect,  would  ysa 
either  call  it  a  transfer,  or  an  unauthorised  transfer,  whatever  that  beia 
effect? 

A.  We  should  call  nothing  a  transfer  but  what  appears  upon  tbe  &oe  0f 
the  TttasnreriMooonnt. 

Q.  ThoughSe  thing  be  ^  sane  in  effect,  you  give  a  diffnent  nsne 
toit? 

No 
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SIXTH  DAY. 

KONDAT,    MAT   SVIt. 

Mr.  GII£S.  <<  The  bultnce,  my  lor^»  has  been  slated  to  be 
10,6001.  90001.  on  the  one,  and  ICOOl.  on  the  other  account.  To 
proceed  to  the  evidence,  as  to  thes&  particulars,  I  shall  call  Mr. 
leuid/* 

Mr,  Fennel  called  and  examined^ 

By  the  Managers.  Q.  What  was  the  Treasurer's  balance  on  tlie  old 
account  of  the  Ex-treasu^crahip,  in  September,  1785  ? 

A.  For  the  Navy  Branch  7011.  7s.  lid.  for  the  \^ctual]ing  Branch 
S511.  4s.  4d.  For  the  Pay  Branch  45001. 

A  book  being  handed  to  the  witness,  the  following  entry  was 
ffcad  from  it. 

'<  Sept.  30, 1735,  to  balance  from  old  account,  45081. 18s.  ^.^ 

Mr.  Whitbread.  •*  We  now,  my  lords,  shall  call  Mr.  Thomas 
Oliver,  who  will  state  what  was  the  balance  of  Mr.  Dundas  with 
Messrs.  Druromond^s  on  the  the  25th  of  May,  17-^^5."   .  '^  ■ 

•y  Msnagers.  Q.  IRefer  to  the  ledger  you  produced  before  tbrir  lorcl- 
diips,  and  state  irh^t  was  the  balance  of  Mr.  Dandas's  account  dnthe  25th 
of  May,  1785/  in  that  book  ? 

A.  THp  balance  on  that  day  appears  to  be  25471. 13s.  lOd.  against  Lord 
MdviHe. 

Cross-examined.  **' 

By  Counsel.  Q.  Turn  again  to  that  entry  of  the  SSthof  Mayi  HfS* 
You  represented  what  was  the  balance  of  the  account  current  of  Lord  Mtl- 
vHle  oki  tliat  day.  Does  there  appear  upon  the  book  any  balance  struck 
that  day,  or  is  it  a  balance  that  you  struck  now  upon  the  account  currents 

A.  I  make  it  by  calculaflon  by  casting  up  the  account. 

Q.  Do  you  make  it  from  the  calculations  of  an  open  account  current }   ^ 

A.  Yes. 

By  Managers.    Q.  Turn  to  the  entry  of  the  4th  of  March,  1784,  of  mo- 
|Kud  on  Lord  Melville's  account,  and  by  whom } 

A.  March,  4,  1784,  by  cash  received  of  Andrew  Dduglas,  6001. 

Q.  Refer  for  the  same  purpose  to  an  entry  of  the  27th  of  May  i 

A.  May  27,  received  of  ditto,  50QL 

Q;  Refer  to  the  28th  of  the  same  month  ? 

A.  May  28,  ditto,  5001.'  .       ^ 

Q.  Refer  to  the  24th  of  August  ?  - 

iL  August  14th  of  ditto,  lOOOJ. 

Q.  Does 
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Q.  Does  ''  ditto''  in  all  these  entries^  refer  to  Andrew  Douglas^  be&rir 
Bamed  ? 

A,  It  does. 

Q.  Turn  to  the  Sth  of  January,  ITSS? 

A.  January  8,  1785,  by  cash  received  of  Andrew  Douglas,  lOOOU 

Q.  Turn  to  the  I7th  of  March  in  the'samc  year? 

A.  March  l7th  of  ditto  (viz.  Andrew  Douglas)  lOOOl. 

Q.  Turn  to  the  19th  of  May  the  same  year  ? 

A.  May  the  mh  of  ditto,  lOOOI. 

Q.  What  does  ditto  mean  to  express  in  that  entry  i 

A.  Andrew  I>oug)as. 
-  Q.  The  entry  on  the  25th  of  May,  which  is  the  succeeding  and  last  en^ 
try  that  has  been  already  read.     Head  it  again  ? 
.  A.  May  ?5th,  of  Andrew  Douglas,  20001. 

Q.  Head  the  two  next  entries  in  the  same  page,  and  in  the  same  account), 

A.  October  4th,  Mansfield  on  Coutts,  per  Newbigging,  20001.  Deu 
t9,  Simpson  on  tlie  Bank,  per  Davidson,  36001. 

Q.  Turn  to  the  entry  on  the  7th  of  April,  1783. 

A.  April  7,  1783,  received  5001, 

By  Counsel.     Q.  It  does  not  specify  from  whom  received  f 

A.  It  does  not. 

By  Managers.    Q.  Turn  to  the  30th  of  June,  17S3  ? 

A.  June  30.  1783,  of  Andrew  Douglas,  1751.  lOs.  4d. 

Q.  Turn  to  the  30tli  of  December,  of  the  same  year  I 

A.  December  30,  received  1001.  '' 

By  a  Peen    Q^  Is  that  tiie  whole  entry  ? 

A.  it  is. 

Examined  by  the  Peers^ 

Q.  With  regard  to  the  entry  of  the  7th  of  April,  1783,  and  30th  of  De^ 
eemher,  1785,  which  are  marked  in  the  first  instance,  simply,  "  received 
aK)CH/' and  in  the  other  entryil  "received  lOOl."  from  whom  were  they  re* 
cx;ived  ? 

A.  It  is  to  be  presumed  immediately  from  Lord  Melville,  or  from  a  nies* 
sb»ger  from  him,  that  is  the  usual  way  of  making  entries. 

Q.  Does  your  presumption  of  that  fact  appear  any  where  upon  the 
ftceof  the  booEl 

A.  It  does  not  appear ;  it  only  states,  received. 

Q.  I&  there  any  entry,  with  the  mark  of  the  letter  P,  in  any  of  those  en« 
tries  ? 
•  A.  It  would  not  appear  here ;  that  would  appear  in  the  waste  book. 

The  wirness  having  withdrawn^ 

Mr.  Archibald  Douglas  was  calhd  into  the  hox^  and  was  exa^ 

mined  as  follows ^  bv  the  Managers: 
*   •  . 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  your  father,  Andrew  Douglas,  died  !n  Decern*' 
ber,  1785,  were  you  present  at  that  time.  ^ 

A.  i  was. 

Q.  How  soon  previous  to  your  father's  death  did  you  see  him  ? 

A  I  reached  London  from  Scotland  on  the  Thursday,  late  in  the  day, 
and  my  fatttlt  die4f>n  the  Sunday  following. 

Q.  Were  you  executor  to  your  father  ? 

A.  I  was 
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A.  1  was  acting  rxcciifor  to  my  father. 

Q.  Were  any  claims  made  upon  yon  as  executor  for  any  oalance^  due 
•n the  Navy  Pay  account;  ' 

A,  Yes  I  here  were. 

Q.  What  were  those  claiins,  and  made  by  whom,  on  sucli  account  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  expressly,  thattheclaimsv:ere  made  upon  me. 

Q.  Had  you  any  interview  with  Lord  Melville  subsequent  to  your  father's 
death? 

-A.  Yes,  I  had. 

Q.  Can  ygu  remenabcr  what  passed  at  that  interview,  between  Lord 
Mel  vine  and  voursclf  ? 

A.  At  the  cfistance  of  twenty  or  twenty-two  years,  I  coiingt  be  very 
positive,  but  to  the  best  of  niy  recollection  knowing  that  there  was  a  ba^ 
lance  due  in  the  Treasurership  bfLord  Melville,  for  E\clie(iuer  fees,  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  wait  upon  Lord  INIelville,  to  ask  him  to  whom  I 
was  to  pay  such  sum,  or  sums,  as  were  due  in  his  Treasurership. 

Q.  What  answer  <lid  Ix)rd  Melville  give  you  to  that  enquiry  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  recollectjk>d.  Lord  Melville  said»  he  would  Act 
oe  know,  or  1  should  soon  know  la  whom  I  was  to  pay  it. 

Q.  To  whom  in  fact  were  these  sums  so  due,  transferred,  and  does  thaf 
appear  from  any  writi^jg  ♦ 

A.  1  do  not  remember  that  it  dops.  I  will  state  from  memory  to  whom 
I  think  I  paid  thoiu.- 

Q.  Was  any  account  in  writing  made  by  you  to  whom  that  baiatjce 
was  paid  ? 

A.  The  iuodc  by  which  I  paid  the  balance,  as  well  as  i  recollect,  was 
by  lay  accompany  lug  Mr.  Tipt^jr,  wi)o,  I  iielievje,  was  appointed  to  suc- 
ceed my  late  father,  to  tlie  house  of  Messrs.  Coutls  the  banker,  aud  the 
*W)4e  of  payJD^  M/. -J  rotter,  «|6  -^  as  i  recollect,  was  by  transternng 
some  large  .sums  from  niy  credit  to  that  of  Mr.  Trotttrr,  in  the  books' of 
Messrs.  Cout.t&,        ,  . .-       ,  ^ 

...  •        .  '  /  - 

A  paper  was  shewn  to  xhe  wixness«  aand  he  was  asked  as  fol^. 
'ows ;  ... 

Q.  Look  at  this  receipt,  upon  what  occasion  was  that  given  you  ?  « 

A.  It  appears  to  be  signed  Hcary  Duudas..  It  was  given  to  me  as  ck- 
Pvutor  of  Andrew  Douglas,  for  the  sumof  4,4751.  4s.  9(1. 

(j.  Wire  any  further  claims  made  upon  you,  and  by  whom,  as  acting 
executor  of  jour  father  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  further  claims  being  made  upon  me.  There 
^as  a  balance  iiut:  in  the  Trej^surer^^hip  of  the  late  Lord  Mendip. 

Mr.  Whifbread.  "  I  mean  to  confine  n»y  questidn^  Lord 
^}cJvillc's  Trciisurership.'* 

» 
Q.  Was  any  ckim  made  upon  you  as  the  executor  of  your  father,  on 

*c-count  of  Lord -Melville's  Treasurership  ? 

A.  None  as  far  as  I  recollect, 

•Q.  Or  ever  siftce  ?  ^ 

A.  Nor  ever  slave  * 

fx  Mr. 


154* 

t 

Mr.  Whitbread.  *'  The  Commoof  fed  that  the  evidmcc  tlicjr 
I)ave  brought  has  fiqt>portcd  the  ist  and  lOrh  articles,  and  I  ag^io 
offerixivself  as  a  witness  to  your  Lordships,  and  I  swear  tiut  on  the 
iith  ot  June,  1805,  I  heard  Lord  Melville  declare,  with  Feference 
to  a  different  SU0>  of  10,QUQ).  from  that  respecting  which  I  deposed 
on  the  other  day  ;  that  he  did,  at  a  subsequent  time  to  the  time 
•t  which  be  possessed  himself  of  the'first  10,0001.  possess  himsdlf 
of  another  sum,  nearly  to  a  similar  amount,  and  I  understood  in 
substance,  that  Lord  Melville  said,  that  he  would  not  reveal  the 
application  of  that  moiicy,  any  more  than  the  iirst  lO,6obl.  ^  s^nd, 
fioro  the  same  motives,  this  was  said  i.u  the  presence  of  h^pdrcdf 
of  persons,  and  1  propose  on  9^  future  day,  tQ  q^l  apotbes  witocu 
to  the  testimony  which  I  hi^vc  given* 

r 

Cross  eraminiiicn. 

Q.  It  is  presumed  the  konorable  Maoager>  upon  this  subject  any  ipon; 
than  the  other,  did  not  at  the  time  lake  any  note  or  minute  in  writing  of 
%hat  passed  I 

A.  I  certainly  at  that  time  took  a  note  of  the  stibstance  of  all  tbajt  Lpnt 
Melviile  said,  but  not  the  exact  words.  ' 

Q.  The  speech  of  Lord  Melville  in  the  house  took  op  a  considerable 
%me  > 

A.  Yes,  upwards  of  two  hours  I  dare  say. 

Q.  Could  you  undertake  to  repeat,  by  heart,  a.iiy  passages  that  mad^ 
fikvorably  for  Lord  A^lville,  as  well  as  thpse  that  you  have  nov^  given  to 
«he  Court  ? 

A.  I  have  repeated^  by  heart>  certain  words  which  I  have  sworn  that, 
lord  Melville  spoke ;  any  other  particular  wordv  of  his  speech  I  am  w^ 
quite  sure  that  i  could  repeat;  I  am  now  only  swearing  to  the  substance 
of  what  Lord  Melville  said. 

Q.  Can  you  repeat  tbe  substance  of  any  other  part  of  Lord  MeVi^e'a 
speech,  which  was  favourable  to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  If  the  learned  counsel  will  point  my  attention  to  any  particular  pas- 
sage of  thatsp^ch,  I  will  tell  him  whether  I  can  repeat  tJ^e  substance  of 
it,  or  not» 

Q.  Did  the  noble  lord  in  the  course  of  his  speech  with  respect  tp  the 
sum  in  question,  negative  thte  appropriation  of  that  suiij  the.  same  a«  rf 
the  jther,  to  his  own  private  use  ? 

A.  I  understood  him  to  do  it  exactly  in  thatway,  as  with  regard  to  the 
«lher  sum  of  10,(XX)1. 

Q,  Do  you  recollect,  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  same  time  in  the  roost^ 
positive  and  explicit  manner,  did  deprecate  any  appropriation,  of  these 
sauiS  to  hi^own  private  use,  or  Mr.  I'rotler's  ? 

A.  I  do  not  tliink  that  he  did,  in  precise  ^d  explicit  tem^,  negative 
that.  fact. 

Q.    Can  you,  by  referring  tp   the  nptes  yoti  tppk  at  that  time,  be 
able  to  speak  with  more  positiveness  and  precision  uppa  that  part  of  the. 
subject  f 

A.  i  do  not  think  I  could  speak  with  more  positiveaas,  and  certaia- 

Q,Wsi5 


Q»  l^as  no  note  taken  upon  that  subject  ? 

A.  Yet,  but  when  expressions  are  equivocal^  it  is  difficult  by  any 

it«^  exactly  to  give  the  precise  meaning  the  vrords  are  meant  to  oon^ 

Q.  What  was  that  equiTOcal  expression,  that  was  used  upon  that  occa* 
)n  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  the  precise  words,  but  without  recollecting  the 

ectse  words,  one  may  have  a  recollection  that  there  was  an  equivocal 

nie  pervading  several  sentences  ? 

Q   Endeavor  to  recollect  the  substance  o^  what  was  said  in  that  part 

the  noble  lord's  speech  that  made  that  impression  ? 

A.  The  impression  intended  to  be  conveyed  by  that  part  of  the  noble 

>rd's  speech,  to  which  I  presume  the  learned  counsel  means  to  refer,  th« 

ipression  intended  to  have  been  conveyed,  I  apprehend  to  have  been, 

at  he  had  not  directed  Mr.  Trotter  to  make  use  of  any  public  money 

r  bis  private  advantage.    With  regard  to  the  permission  which  he  hacf 

ven  to  Mr.  Trotter,  1  think  the  words  were  pretty  preci^,  that  he  bad 

ven  Mr.  Trotter  such  permission.  ♦ 

Q.  Permission  to  do  what  ? 

A.  l\>  place  the  public  money  at  other  places  than  the  Bank,  an^ 

» to  make  use  of  a  part  of  it  for  his  own  advantage, 

Q.  It  is  begged  to  repeat  the  question,  whether  the  noble  Lord,  did  not 

the  most  explicit  and  positive  terms  deny,  that  he  had  either  given 

y  permission,  or  had  any  knowledge  of  the  public  money  being  laid 

t  to  pay  any  purposes  of  private  emolument  or  profit,  either  for  himself 

Mr.  Trotter  ? 

A.  I  wish  the  learned  counsel  \o  interpret  what  he  means  by  '^  laid 
t."  I  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say,  or  at  least  implied  from  it. 
It  he  liad  permitted  Mr.  Trotter  to  place  the  public  money  at  otbe^ 
aces  besides  t^e  Bank,  for  his  own  private  purposes  ;  and  also  to 
ike  use  of  a  part  of  it  for  his  own  advantage. 

Q.  Whether  the  honorable  manager  does  not  distinctly  recollect,  that 
\  averment.of  t^e  noble  defendant  upon  that  subject,  of  placing  it,  was« 
It  he  had  given  no  other  permission,  but  to  remove  the  money  from 

*  Bank,  to  a  private  bank  for  the  convenience  of  appnypriatiog  it  to 

*  public  service  ?  .  * 

L  Certainly,  one  of  the  reasons  given  by  ^he  noble  Lord^  was,  that 

allowed  the  money  to  be  removed  to  a  private  banker's,  for  official 

ivenicnce,  but  it  did  not  appear  to  me  that  that  was  the  only  reason.  _ 

[1.  Then  having  said. one  of  the  reasons  assigned  by  the  noble  Lord, 

B,  that  it  might  be  there  for  the  public  convenience,  did  he  give  any 
er  reason  besides  ? 

\.  Yes«  I  understood  for  the  emolument  of  Mr.  Trotter,  end  the  noble 

rd  described  the  manner  in  which  he  thought  that  emolument  had  ac? 

ed,  namely,  by  interest  paid  by  Mr.  Coutts  to  Mr.  Trotter,  for  lodg^ 

;  that  money. 

2.  Be  so  good  as  to  refresh  your  memory  upon  the  subject,  and' say 

ether  the  sole  reason  given  by  the  noble  defendant,  W&s  not,  that  the 

?  object  for  removing  it  from  the  Bank  was  for  public  eonvenietite,  but 

:hesame  ttmej^  he  did  suspect  or  believe,  that  an  advantage  had  accrued 

^9r.  Trotter  (inom  thatact,  which  was  not  done  for  hit  advanta§r,  but 

public  convenience  ? 

\.  That  was  not  the  way  in  which  I  understood  it  jdtvf^thcr. 
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Q.  Whether  you  luve  refresbcc^  your  memory  since  too  heard  tbe 
speec'i  by  a  reference  to  what  was  stated  on  Saturday  as  intendled  to  be 
rtad  in  evidence,  the  substance  of  the  speech  delivered  ? 

A.  I  have  not  since  looked  at  the  paniptilct  iti  question,  I  have  been 
otherwise  most  laboriously  occupied. 

Q.  Whether  the  nobfc  defendant  did  not  in  express  term*  say,  that  he 
did  solemnly  assert  before  that  house,  that  he  ne\-er  knew,  that  Mr.  Trot- 
ter had  drawn  any  money,  for  the  purposes  of  private  emolument  in  raani- 
frst  evasion  of  the  act  ? 

A.  I  am  speaking  to  the  speech,  and  not  to  the  pampfttet;  the  pam- 
phlet, which  I  have  read  more  than  once,  docs  not  in  every  part  of  it, 
rx.'ictly  correspond  witli  the  speech,  as  delivered  by  the  noble  defijndant 
In  the  House  of  Commons  to  the  best  of  niv  knowledge  and  belief.  Whe- 
flier  lho>e  precise  words  were  uttered  in  the  House  of  Commons,  it  is  im- 
po>siblc  for  me  to  say  ;  but  wl.ether  they  wtre  or  not,  the  context  of  all 
he  said,  was  to  n^ake  the  impression  on  my  mtud  which  1  have  had  the 
honor  of  Stat  inp;  to  the  court. 

Q.  It  h  begi^ed  to  have  a  precise  answer,  whether  tho^e  words,  or  to  that 
effect  and  substance.  Were  used  by  the  noble  defendant,  i  will  repeat 
tiiem  again,  ''  I  never  knew  that  Mr.  Trotter  had  drawn  any  money  for 
fjrivate  emohiment,  in  manifest  evasion  of  the  act? 

A.  I  can  give  no  otJier  answer,  than  I  have  heretofore  done,  and  I  hope 
that  is  perfectly  satisfactory  to  the  court :  that  I  am  not  speaking  to  the 
words  of  that  pamphlet,  but  to  the  words  of  the  speech  without  recollect- 
ing prec;*fe  parts  of  it. 

Q.  The  word  *  pamphlet*  has  not  been  made  use  of,  but  it  is  asked 
whether  in  substance,  the  noble  defendant  did  not  imply  to  the  effect  I 
am  stating } 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  the  precise  words,  nor  do  I  think  that  the  very 
substance  of  those  wtjrds  was*"  otteted  in  any  precise  form  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Q.  Whether  you  mean"  not  only  to  negative  the  precise  expression 
that  has  been  stated,  but  to  negative  also  the  substance? 

A.  1  do  not  mean  to  negative  the  substance  altogether,  of  Lord  Mel- 
ville's having  criticised  upon  what  the  words  "  manifest  evasion"  meant ; 
the  substance  of  ihe  speech  was,  w  hat  1  have  given  to  your  Lordships,  the 
words  themselves  I  do  not  recollect. 

Q.  1  am  not  answered  yet ;  1  wished  to  know,  whether  in  words  or  sub- 
stance, and  also  ihe  effect  of  what  was  iltated  just  now,  was  or  was  not, 
made  use  of  by  the  noble  Lord  r 

A.  Not  to  that  precise  effect,  to  an  effect  very  nearly  similar. 
Q.  State  what  was  the  averment  upon  that  subject,  as  nearly  as  you  can 
recollect? 

A.  The  averment  ujjon  that  subject  I  took  to  be,  to  import  that  he  had 
uot  allowed  Mr,  Trotter  to  do  tJjat  to  the  €\tent  to  which  it  had  been 
done.  i 

Q.  Is  it  to  be  understood  that  your  recollection  is,  that  he  allowed  it 
to  any  extent  ? 
*    A.  Undoubtedly. 

'  Q.  Do  you  mean,  that  he  allowed  it  in  any  other  respect  than  as  a  be- 
nefit might  arise  to  him,  for  depositing  it  for  the  convenience  of  the  pub- 
lic service  at  another  bank  ?  .  . 

A.  The  noble  Lord  had  first  of  all  contended,  that  the  act  was  not 
cv^Jiid,  and  thwc&r«  tberc  COOKS  a  question,  what  was  the  evasion  of 

'  '  -the 


the  act ;  not  a  manifest  eyasion  of  the  act,  accgrding  to  the  eo()8ti^ctibn 
ofthe  Doble  Lord;  but  according  to  the  construction  I  put  upon  it^  it 
tas  a  manifest  evasion  of  the  act« 

Q.  Whether  the  noble  Lord  admitted,  that  he  had  ever  permitted  Mr* 
Trotter  to  derive  any  private  benefit  from  the  public  money,  except  thq 
benefit  arising  from  a  deposit  made  at  a  private  banker's  for  the  purpose 
•f official  convenience  ^ 

A.  1  understood  Lord  Melville  to  say,  for  Mr.  Trotter's  conv^nicnco, 
ijso. 

Q.  Whether  upon  recollecting  yourself  upon  fhis  subject,  you  meaa 
to  state,  that  the.  noble  defendant  admitted  that  he  knew  or  permitted 
any  emolument  to  be  derived  by  Mr.  Trotter  from  the  public  money,  save 
and  except  what  resulted  from  its  deposit  at  a  private  banker's  for  ofH* 
cial  convenience? 

A.  The  noble  defendant  stated  that  he  had  allowed  the  monej"  to  be 
placed  at  a  private  banker's  for  official  convenience ;  and  when  there,  he 
bad  allowed  or  permitted,  or  not  prevented  Mr.  Trotter  from  makinf;  a 
private  emolument  from  it ;  and  that  emolument  arising  from  the  interest^ 
he  was  to  make  of  it  for  Mr.  Coutts. 

Q.  Whether  the  noble  defendant  admitted  his  consent  or  knowledge  o( 
any  other*  benefit  to  Mr.  Trotter  from  it  ? 

A.  The  noble  Lord  never  said  he  had  restricted  Mr.  Trotter  from  mak- 
ing advantage  in  any  way  to  the  best  of  my  recollection  and  belief;  and 
he  then  stated  that  he  made  it  in  that  way. 

Q.  The  question  is  not  whether  he  restricted  him,  but  whether  he  said 
be  knew  of  his.hayiog  any  other  advantage,  cxcej^ting  the  advantage 
before  stated  ?  .  ., 

A.  He  did  not' say  he  even  knew  it,  but  only  supposed  it ;  he  did  not 
admit  that  he  knew  of  any  other. 

(J.  Whether  he  did  not  also  state  in  the  same  speech  that  he  wjyer, 
knew  that  Mr.  Trotter  had  invested  any  money  in  Exchequer  or  Navy 
Bills? 

A.  1  believe  he  said  so. 

Q.  That  he  never  knew  that  he  had  put  any  money  upon  security  of 
•took? 
•  A.  I  believe  he  said  so. 

Q.  I'hat  he  never  knew  he  had  employed  any  money  m  discount  «f  pri* 
rate  Bills  ? 
.  A.  I  believe  he  laid  so. 

Q.  That  he  never  knew  he  had  temployed  any  liioney  in  the  purchase 
•f  Bank  or  India  stoick  ?' 

A,  Ibelievehe  said  so./ 

Q.  Whether  yoii  recollect,  at  the  same  time,  the  noble  defendant  d^ 
daring,  that  he  had  not  the  smallest  knowledge  or  belief,  tJiat  Mr.  Trottert 
ever  did  lay  out  for  his  use,  or  any  benefit  in  any  such  modes,  any  suiuj 
of  public  money  whatsoever  ? 

A.  Please  to  read  the  passage  over  again,  and  tell  me  to  whom  tUa^ 
^  hi/'  refers,  whether  to  Mr.  Trotter  or  Lord  Melville  .^  T. 

Q.  The  question /was  repeated  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  so,  precisely  as  it  is  put  in  those  words'. 
..  Q.  What  was  the  averment  upon  that  subject  ?  *  •.     ..    '     ? 

A.  Pl^tty  neariy  amounting  to  precision,  but  not  altoifethcr  ;  the  IW-^ 
predion  made  upon  my  mini  was,,  that  the  denial  was  notpo^itt  ahd 
waclse. 
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0-  Cati  Jrou,  vith  ztj  distindion,  tieCoHect  the  rabslance  6f  the  et- 
pressiOns  used } 

A.  I  cannot  recollect  further  than  I  hairc  stated ;  Icaniidt  ditcrilriTri^te 
more  nicely;  I  wish  I  could  for  the  benefit  of  the  learned  counsel,  as  it 
would  save  htm  trouble. 

Q.  Is  there  any  part  of  the  e^|>restion  trbich  yoii  think  was  not  used  1 
I  will  read  it  again. 

A.  It  is  not  the  expression,  U  is  the  general  impression  of  the  same 
%ords  in  another  order  ;  the  insertion  or  the  omission  of  one  wonl  will 
make  alt  the  difference  to  the  construction  of  the  passage. 

Q.  Have  you  the  notes  with  you  that  you  tobk  at  the  time  f 

A.  i  have  not ;  tb^y  were  notes  I  then  took  being  then  in  the  Hoaseof 
CdmmonSt  and  endeavouring  to  prepare  myself  to  answer  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  ;  they  were  notes  of  that  sort  that  if  I  were  to  refer  to  them 
now  I  do  not  know  tliat  I  should  be  abl«  to  understand  them,  and  whether 
they  are  in  existence  or  not  I  cannot  say.. 

Q.  The  passage  which  is  favorable  to  Lord  Melville  you  have  no  dtf* 
titict  recollection  of  the  terms  made  useof  ? 

A.  The  only  precise  words  I  have  any  distinct  recollection  of  t  have 
sworn  to ;  I  hive  no  recollection  of  those  words  stated  by  th<  learned 
counsel  to  the  court,  whether  favorable  or  unfavorable. 


Examine  J  by  the  Peers. 

tiord  Stanhope.  Q.  When  Lord  MelviTle  stated  that  he  woofd  aai 
reveal  the  application  of  a  sum  of  10,0001.  or  thereabouts,  did  he  state  to 
the  House  his  reason  for  declining  so  to  reveal  it } 

A.  In  mentioning  the  first  10,0001.  or  whether  he  coupled  the  two 
together,  I  am  not  quite  sure;  but  the  words  he  used  and  the  motive  ha 
said  that  prevented  him  from  revealing  the  appficafioii  of  that  moaej^ 
were,  motives  of  public  duty,  of  private  honor,  and  personal  convenience; 
I  understood  him  to  apply  those  words  to  both  sums. 

Mr.  Whitbrcad..  '*  I  sliall  now  produce  the  appomtmcnt  of 
Mr.  Trotter  as  Pay  Blaster,  and  the  power  o£  attoraey  under  which 
he  acted.'* 

Mr.  Barlow  read  the  letter  of  attorney  fronv  Lord  Meiriile  t# 
Mr.  Trotter,  dated  10th  Jafmary,  118^. 

**  Know  all  men,  by  these  presents,  that  I  the  Right  Ifofiaurabfe 
Henry  Dondas,  Trcasnrer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  as  welt  iVitbis 
Gteat  Bfinin  astiritfioiir,  (the  kingdom  of  Ireland  tiCctpxeA)  have 
ootninated,  constituted,  and  appointed  Alexander  Trotter,  Esq.  my 
Ykytitaster,  hereby  giving  and  granting  to  him  full  power  and  aiH 
thority  to  draw  on  the  Governor 'and  Company  of  the  Bank  ol^ 
England  for  and  upon  n^  account,,  as  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty 'a 
Navy,  all  and  every  sum  and  sums  of  money  that  now  are  of  shall 
hereafter  be  wanted  for  the  public  ser^rices  under  my  care  atid  pay- 
Qient,  h^  being  particularly  ooreM  to  specify  in  ^ich  and  every 
istXty  the  service  fof  whieh  the  money  is  dra wn^ 

H  Ittwiipass  wbereofil  have  heiamter  sef  my  hand  and  seal,  thu^ 
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lOth  day  of  January.  1786,  in  the  twenty-^ixth  year  of  his  pre* 
sent  Majesty's  reign. 

-  HENRY  DUNDAS.    (L-  5.) 
^  Signed,  tesled*  and  deliirered,  being  first 


igned 
only 


stamped  in  the  presence  of 


«'  WILLIAM  BELL.'* 
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Mr.  Barlow  flien  read  the  power  of  attorney.    .    . 

**  Right  Honourable  Henry  Dundas  to  Alexander  Trotter..   , 

"  Know  all  men,  by  these  present^,  that  I  the  Right  Hcitnourabk 
*  Henry  Dundas,  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  have  made* 
**  ordained,  constituted,  and  appotmeciy  and  by  th^se  presents  da 
**  make,  ordain,  constitute,  find  appoin^  Alesfiand^r  Tro^ier,  of  Gi^af^ 
*^  ion  Street,  in  the  parish  of  Su  Pancras,  in  the  couaty  of  Mid^ 
^*  dicsex.  Esquire,  my  true  and  lawful  attorney,  lor  me  in  ipy 
**  name,  and  on  my  behalf,  to  transact,  do,  perform,  and  executev 
'*all  such  matters  and  thin^,  as  either  now  do  or  hereafter  shall 
**  m  any  manner  whatsoever  appertain  to  the  duties  pf  ipy  olSf^ 
"  or  place  of  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navv,  and  especially  tor 
''me  in  my  Name,  and  to  my  use,  to  apply  foe  and  receive  of  and 
"  from  the  officers  of  the  receipt  of  his  Majesty's  Exchequer,  £ot 
*'  the  time  being,  and  ot^  and  fronn,  the  Governor  and  Cooipany 
"of  the  Bank  of  England,,  all  and  every  such  sum  and  sums  of 
^  money  as  shall  from  time  to  time  be  wanting,  and  necessary  for 
"  the  due  exec^cion  of  my  said  office;  and  to  give  and  i>ig;n  re- 
^  ceipts  for  the  same.  I  the  said  Ht:nry  Dundas  hereby  ratifying 
'*and  confirming,  and  agreeing  to  ratify  and  confirm  all  whatso* 
"  ever  my  said  attorney  shall  lawfully  do,  or  cause  to  be  done,,  in. 
**  and  about  the  prenaises  by  virtue  of  these  presents. 

**  In  witness  whereof  I  the  said  Henry  Pundds  have  hercuntOi 
"set  my  hand  and  seal  this  19th  day  of  J^'y*  i"  ^^^  y^^  of  our 
"  Lord  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty  six. 

••  HENRY  DUNDAS*    > 

**  Sealed  and.  delivered,  being  first  duly  .    , 

**  stamped  in  piesence  of 

"  WlLtUW  CABZUJ*    . 
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Mr.  Whitbread.    **  The;  next  dgcuments  T  shall  producQ  ig  ». 
mutual,  and  general .  release  between  the  noblA  ie^fwd^f^mmi 
Mr.  Trotter.'^ 
'*  The  mutual  general  release  between  the  Kight  HoaoQiable 
Lord  Melville  and  Alexander  Trotter,  Esquire,  ofDreghons^ 
dated  l8ch  and  23d  Eebriiary,.  I803t  was,  then  rea4  by,  Mr-^ 
•  Barlow.  .    » 

<*  To  all  and  sundry  to  whom  these  present  shall  convey  ^(e 
*'  the  Right  Honourable  Henry  3^f>n  Ouniia  Lord  Viif^unt. 
**  Melville,  some  time  Tiea&ufcr  oi  Kis  Majesty's  Navy,  apd 
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••  Alexander  Trotter,  Esquire,  of  Dreghorn,  Paymaster  of  his  Ma- 
•'  jesty's  Navy,  send  greeting:  whereas  for  several  years  past,  there 
**  have  been  sundry  accounts,  reckonings,  and  money  transactions 
*'  depending  between  us,  the  accounts  of  which  have  lately  been  i 
"  examined,  adjusted,  and  agreed  upon  between  u?;,  and  upon  such 
**  e^tamination,  settlement,  and  adjustment,  there  remained  a  ba- 
**  lance  due  from  the  said  AlexafiderTrotter  to  the  aforesaid  Lord 
**  Viscount  Melville  of  one  thousand  four  hundred  and  eighty 
'*  pounds  eleven  shillings  and  one  penny  sterling  money,  with   '^ 
*'  which  final  examination,  settlement,  and  adjustment  both  parties   >" 
**  declare  themselves  perfectly  satisfied ;  and  do  hereby  approve; 
•*  of,  and  ratify  the  same;  and  they  have  either  mutually  delivered 
^*  up  to  each  other,  or  resolved  and  agreed  mutually  to  cancel  and 
*•  destroy  all  the  vouchers,  or  other  memorandums  and  writings, 
"  that  at  any  time  heretofore  may  have  existed,  passed,  or  been. 
'•  interchanged  between  them  relative  to  the  said  accounts,  and. 
**  the  different  items  and  articles  of  which  the  said  accounts  arc. 
^  composed  or  consist,  and  they  have  further  resolved  and  agreed 
'*  mutually,  to  release  and  discharge  each  other  up  to  the  day  of. 
•*  the  date  of  these  presents  for  now  and  ever  j  ihercfoi^e,  the 
*•  aforesaid  Right  Honourable  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melvlile,  for 
**  and  in  consideration  of  what  is  above  mentioned,  and  also  for 
•*  and  in  consideration  of  the  sun?  of  five  shillings  of  lawful  money 
*•  of  Great  Britain,  to  him  in  hand,  well  and  truly  paid  by  the 
••  aforesaid  Alexander  Trotter,  the  receipt  whereof  he  doth  licrcby 
•*  acknowledge  hath  under  the  reservation  and  saving,  herein  after 
*  mentioned,  remised,  released,  and  forever  discharged;  an:l  doth 
••  by  these  presents,  for  himself,  his  heirs,  executors,  adminisira- 
*'  tors,  and  successors  whatsoever,  remise,  release,  and  for  evet 
"  discharge  the  aforesaid  A  lexander  Trotter,  his  heirs,  execututs, 
*'  administrators,  and  successors  whatsoever,  of  and  from  all  and. 
''^all  manner  of  action  and  actions,  cause  and  causes  of  action  and. 
**  acjtions,  suits,  debts,  dues,  sum  and  sums  of  money  accounts, 
*'  reckonings,  bonds,  bills,  notes,  specialties,  covenants,  contracts, 
•*  controversies,  agreements,  promises,  variances,  damages,  judg- 
/  **  iQpnts,  extents,  executions,  clauses,  and  demands  whatsoever  in 
«*  law  and  eqfiity  which  against  the  said  Alexarider  Trotter  he  the 
••  said  Lord  Viscoont  Melville -ever  had,  now  has,  or  which  he, 
**  his  heirs,  executors,  administrators,  or  successors  hcrcafier  caii, 
••shall,  or  may  have,  for,  upon,  or-by  reason  of  any  matter,  cause, 
••  or  thing  whatsoever,  from  the  beginning  of  the  world,  to  the 
•*  day  of  the  date  of  these  presents.     Saving,  nevertheless,  and  rc- 
«*  serving  from,  the  above  mentioned  release  and  discharge,  and 
'•  the  effect  thereof,  the  aforesaid  sunTof  one  ihousatid  four  hun- 
*•  dred  and  eighty  poimds,  eleven  shillings  and  one  penny,  wh  ich  the 
••  aforesaid  Alexander  Trotter  doth  hereby  acknowledge  to  be  diap, 
••'and  owing  from  him  toth<:  said  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  as  the. 
•^'balance  on  the  aforesaid  accounts,  so  settle^  and  adjusted  b^- 

'  ••  twtei 


•'tween  thd  satJ  Lord  tTiscoont  Melville,  SAd  hrwr  the sm* Alex-^ 
^'aodef  Trotter,  ^g  is  ahove  mentioned;   aAil  he  ifce  aforesaid 
**  Alexander  Trotter  for,  and  in  consequence  of  wh»t  19  abovo 
*'  mentioned,  and  also  for,  and  it)  eonski^r^ion  of  the  sum  of  five 
''  shillings  of  lawful  money  of  Great  Britairt,  to  him  in  hand,:  welt 
*'  afid  frul^  psiid  b^  the  aforesaid  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Me^ille, 
*'  the  receipt  whereof  he  doth  hereby  acknowledge,  hath  remised, 
"  released,  and  for  ever  discharged,  and  by  these  presents  doih  for 
'*  himself,  his  heirs,  executors,  and  administrators,  and  successors, 
"  remise^  release,  and  for  ever  discharge  the  aforesaid  Lord  Vis- 
"  count  Melville,  his  heirs,  executors,  admmistrators,  and  succes- 
'*  sors  whatsoever,  of,  and  from,  all  and  ail  manner  of  aciidrn  and 
'*  actions,  cause  and  causes  of  action  and  actions,  suits,  debts,  dues» 
'*  sum  and  sums  of  money,  accounts,  reckonings,  bonds^  bills, 
'  notes,   specialties,  covenants,  confracts^  controversies,  agree- 

*  nienrs,  promises,  variances,  damages,  judgments,  extents,  execu- 

*  tions,  claims,  and  demands  whatsoever,  in  law  and  equity,  which 
'against  the  said  Lord  Viscount  Melville,  he  the  said  Alexander 

'  Trotter  ever  had,  now  has;  or  which  he,  his  heirs,  executors,  ad-  * 
'diiiristrators,  or  successors  hereafter  can,  shall,  or  may  have  for, 
'  upon,  or  by  reason  of  any  matter,  cause,  or  thing  whatsoever 
'  from  the  beginning  of  the  world,  to  rhe  day  of  the  date  6f  iMse 
"presents.  And  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  doth  hereby  testify^ 
'acknowledge,  and  declare,   that,  notv^ithstanding   any   thiiq; 

*  herein -before- contained,  he  doth  Still  remain  indebted^  and  o^irig. 
'  to  the  aforesaid  Henry  Lord  Viscounc  Melville  in  the  suai  of 
'  one  thousand  four  hundred  and  eighty  pounds  eleven  shillings 

*  and  one  peilny,  lawful' money  of  Great  Britain,  being  the  bo^ 

*  hnce  of  the  accounts  finally  settled  and  adjusted  between  him 
'  and  the  said  Lord  Viscoun:  Melville,  as  herein*before-mentioned ; 
'  and  both  the  parties  aforesaid  consent  (o  the  registration  h^recif^ 
'in  the  books  of  council  and  session  in  Scotland,  therein  to  rt- 
'  main  for  preservation,  or  if  necessary,  that  all  due  Mi  arJinkiy 
'  execution  may  be  directed  hereon,  and  for  that  eflfecr,  they  con- 
'  ffitute  their  procurators. 

**  In  witness  whereof  these  presents,  written  oh  this  and  the 
two  preceeding  page^of  paper,  duly  stamped  by  Thomas* Dorge,. 
clerk  to  Messrs.  Spottiswoodes  and  Robertson,  of  SackvilTe* 
Street,  in  the  liberty  of  Westminster,  are  sobspribed  by  the  said 
panics;  and  to  this  las^page  they  have  hereunto  respectively  sev 
an^ltffltxed  their  seals  as  follows;  viz.  by  the  Kig^t  Htmoit^ble 
Lord  Viscount  Melville,  at  Miplville  Castle,  in  the  county  of 
Mid  Lothian,  on  the  eighteenth  day  of  Febi^iai'y^  ill  (he^year  6f 
our  Lord  one  thousand. eight  hundred  and  three,  bbford  the^ 
witnesses,  Thomas  Fockiicll  and  Thoma;ji  MattlleWs,  both  Ms 
servants;  and' by  the  aforesaid  Alexfandef  Trotter,, at  Loiidon,  an 
the  twenty  third  day  pf  February,  in  tiie  year  of  out  ix>pd!  oiie' 
thousand  eight  honored  and  three,  before  the  witnesses  Thom^ 
WikQB^  th«  }^avy  Pay-office,.  London,^  £s<|pire,  and  John  Spot- 
(#(vaode,juniiir,  of  Sackville-dtreet,  aforesaid,  tlie  place,  date» 

*  y  M  witnesses^ 
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"  witnesses'  names,  and  designation,  to  the  execution  hereo 
•«  the  said  Alexander  Trotter,  being  inserted  by  the  said  John  S 
**  tiswoode,  junior. 

•f  Signed,  sealed,  and  delivered  by  "N  ^ 
••  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  I 
**  Melville,    (being    first    duly  \  u  MELVILLE,    (L. 
**  stamped)   in  the  presence  oft 
••  us  witnesses  hereto,  ,  j 

*«  THOMAS  POCKNELL, 
"THOMAS  MATTHEWS, 
<*  Signed,  sealed,  and'^ 
••  delivered  by  the 
*     **  said     Alexander 
'•  Trotter    (being) 
'   '*  first  duly  stamp- 
**  ed,  in   presence 
"  of  us  witnesses 
**  hereto^ 

'^'THOMAS  WILSON, 

"  JOHN  SPOTT ISW^OODE.  JuNioi 

.  Mr.^Whitbread  said  he  next  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 

bouse  to  the  notice  which  had  been  served  upon  the  noble  def 

ant,  for  the  production  of  all  papers  relative  to  his  connection* 

Mr.  Trotter,  either  as  his  private  agent,  or  public  officer. 

The  counsel  for  Viscount  Melville  said,  they  admitted  it. 

Alexander  Trotter^  Esquire,  was  called  in^  and  being  sw 

was  examined  as  follows: 

.  Q.  Were  you  ever  in  the  Navy  Pay  Office  ? 

A.  I  wa^. 

Q.  When  did  you  first  enter  the  Navy  Pay  Office  ? 

A.  I  believe  in  the  latter  end  of  the  year  1776. 

Q.  What  was  your  salary  ^hen  you  were  first  appointed  ? 

4*  r  went  into  the  Pay  Office  a  junior  clerk ;  I  believe  upon  a  s: 
•f50i.  ayear. 

Q.  How  long  did  you  continue  in  the  Navy  Pay  Office? 

A.  I  continued,  I  believe,  till  the  year  1784  as  a  clerk. 

Q.  Was  your  salary  increased  from  your  (int  entering  the  office  i 
tbe  day  of  your  quitting  the  Navy  Pay  Office  ? 

\Ar  I  apprehend  it  may  imye  been,  but  not  materially ;  I  do  not  i 
Icct. 

Q.  Was  it  doubled  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Q.  How  Jong' did  you  remain  in  the  Navy  Pay  Office? 
»A.  My  rocollection  does  not  serve  me  to  state  that  precisely,  but 
ILeve  nearly  a  twetvemonth.^ 

Q.  What  office  did  you  hold  when  you  were  repUced  la  the  1 
Office? 

A.  I  was  appointed  Paymaster  «bA«  the  Treasmcr  of  tlie  Navy } 

e        Q. 
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Q.  Who  appointed  you  Paymaster  ? 

A.  My  Lord  Melville. 

Q.  Upon  whose  recommendation,  if  yon  knov  it? 

A.  1  am  at  a  loss  to  ascertain  that  precisely ;  but  my  relation,  Mr. 
Toutts,  had  applied  to  Mr.  Pitt,  and  i  believe  Mr.  Pitt  had  made  Interest 
ritb  aiy  Lord  Melville  to  appoint  me  to  that  situation ;  I  do  not  know 
rjiethcr  that  was  the  only  interest  employed  or  not. 

Q.  When  you  were  appointed  Paymaster,  what  was  your  salary  ? 
A.  5001.  a  year,  with  some  deductions  of  taxes. 

Q.  As  Paymaster  of  the  Navy,  did  you  receive  the  balance  of  public 
loncy  which  was  due  from  your  predecessor? 

A.  The  Bank  books  were  delivered  to  me.  I  believe  my  Ijord  Mel- 
ille  and  I  were  told  that  the  public  balance  was  at  that  time  in  the  Bank, 
ccepttug  the  sums  that  were  in  the  hands  of  the  sub-accountants,  ^nd  a 
ini  which  his  Lordship  mentioned  to  me. 

Q.  >Do  you  recollect  what  that  sum  was,  which  Lord  Melville  mentioned, 
you? 

A.  I  had  stated  it  upon  the  best  of  my  recollection,  upon  a  former, 
casion,  to  be  10,0001.;  but  have  been  induced,  from  many  things  I 
ive.seen  since,  to  believe  it  was  10,6001. ;  1*600  a  balapce  due  from  his 
stTrcasurership,  and  i^^OOOl.  a  balance  due  on  the  first  part  of  the  second 
reasurefship.     . 

Q.  Did  you  examine  the  public  cash  at  the  time  you  became  Ptty* 
aster? 

A.  No  farther  than  by  observing  by  the  books  that  the  balance  was  ia 
eBank. 

Q.  Where  was  that  lO.OOOl.  which  you  have  thus  divided  into  twasums?  ' 
A.  My  Lord  Melville  told  me  tiiat  he  should  account  for  it« 
Q.  Did  he  tell  you  in  whose  possession  it  was? 
A.  He  did  not.  '  -*    • 

$.  Whether  you  received  the  balance  of  Exchequer  fees  ? 

tidid.  ,  .  . 

}.  What  is  the  distinction  between  Exchequer  money  and  the  puhfic 

Qey  deposited  at  the  Bank  ? 

L  Exchequer  fee  money  is  impre^ted  into  the  hands  of  the  Treasurer 

he  Navy,  who  ailours  the  Paymaster  to  have  entirely  the  manage- 

it  of  il,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  fees  at  the  Exchequer,  and  some 

T  contingencies. 

[.  Is  the  Exchequer  fee  money  jjnprested  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy 

le  same  manner  as  the  otlier  public  money  ? 

.  U  is  the  onjy  instance  in  which  it  differs. 

.  In  what  manner  does  it  didiT? 

.  The  Treasurer,  or  rather  the  Paymaster,  having  the  sole  manage^ 

t  of  that  business,  applies  to  the  I'reasury  for  3,0001.  at  a  time,  as  he 

1  his  funds  are  nearly  exhausted  or  reduced  under  the  sum  of  3,0001. 

.  Does  that  application  to  the  Treasury  originate  with  the  Treasurer 

elf?  -       . 

'  It.is  put  in  executioir.  by  .the  Paymaster;  it  may  perhaps  originate 

the  Paymaster,  because  be  signs  all  documeuts  for  the  Treasurer  of 

lary..  '.    "!.  /^  r     ■-    . 

Does  the  Paymaster  transact  every  part  of  the  duty  of  the  Trta- 

by'-virtu&Mtii^llHiWfr  of  jittomcy  made  to  ifl'n  ? 

AC  the  puhtic  duties  of  the  othce,  as  far  as  1  recoUeCt«  except  tliat 
pointing  the  clerks. 

•y  9  Q-  D<« 
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Q.  Docs  the  Treasurer  of  the  Na*y  perform  any  public  duties  of  theof- 
ficc,  or  interfere  in  drafts  for  cash  after  the  appointment  of  his  Paymaster. 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  instance  of  his  having  drawn  drafts  doring 
the  time  I  acted  as  his  Paymaster. 

Q.  Where  was  the  public  money,  exclusive  of  the  Exchequer  fee 
money,  when  you  took  upon  you  that  appointment  ?  I 

A.  It  was'  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Archibald  Douglas,   Mr.  Douglas's  | 
son. 

Q'.  It  is  meant  exclusive  of  tlie  Exchequer  fee  money,  where  was  the 
public  money? 

4*  Part  of  it  was  in  the  Bank  of  England,  and  part  in  the  hands  of  the 
sub- accountants  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy. 

Q.  Do  you  mean  exclusive  always  of  the  10,600,  which  Lord  Melvilie 
had  told  you  he  should  account  for? 

A.  I  mean  so;  having  mentioned  that  sum,  I  did  not  think  it  necosarjr 
to  repeat  it. 

Q.  pid  the  public  money  continue  In  the  Bank  of  England  ?  I  mean  to 
'  put  this  question  of  Exchequer  fee  money.    Did  all  the  public  money 
continue  in  the  Bank  of  England  all  the  time  you  were  Paymaster,  ex-* 
cepting  the  money  that  was  in  the  hands  of  sub-accountants  ? 

A.  Of  the  money  which  I  had  taken  under  my  management  there 
were  many  exceptions. 

Qi  What  do  you  mean  by  the  money  which  you  had  takeu  under  your 
management^  and  where  was  that  money  ? 

A.  I  mean,  in  consequence  of  my  having  made  an  application  to  Lord 
Melville  for  liberty  to  draw  part  of  those  balances  from  the  Bank,  and  to 
place  them  in  the  hands  of  a  private  banker,  for  the  convenience  of  official 
transactions. 

Q.  Who  was  that  private  banker^ 

A.  Coutts  and  Co.  in  the  Strand. 

Q.  Did  you  draw  all  your  drafts  firom  the  Bank  in  the  form  prescribed 
by  the  act  of  parliament  ? 

A.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  remembrance  I  did. 

Q.  Whether  you  meant  to  pay  them  immediately  to  the  sub-account- 
ants, or  to  place  them  in  the  house  of  Messrs.  Coutts,  was  the  same  form 
always  used  in  both  those  cases ;  did  you  always  draw  according  to  the 
terms  of  the  act  ? 

A.  I  always  drew  to  the  best  of  my  remembrance  and  belief  in  the  * 
saoie  form. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  draw  a  draft  upon  the  Bank  of  England,  specifytng 
Pay  branch,  and  de|x>sit  the  money  arising  from  the  draft  in  the  house  of 
Coutts } 

A.  Certainly. 

Q^  And  the  same  in  the  Navy  branch? 

A.  Undoubtedly.  * 

Q.  And  the  same  in  the  Victualling  branch  ? 

A.  I  did, 

Q.  Had  you  at  any  time  ^y  of  the  money  so  drawn  under  the  terms 
of  the  act,  which  you  took  under  your  management,  in  ♦he  hai«:ls  of  other 
persons,  besides  those  of  Messrs.  Coutts? 

A.  1  had. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  with  Mr.  Sprout? 

A»  I  had. 
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(t  With  Mr.  Montague  Liod  ? 

A.  Mr.  Lind,  as  a  friend,  used  tp  assist  me  in  negociating  busloeii^ 
but  i  do  not  recollect  having  lent  him  any  money. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  in  the  hands  of  any  house  of  credit  and  repuU  at 
Edinburgh  ? 

A.  I  had. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  government  security,  such  as  Navy,  Victualling,  uA 
Transport  bills,  purchased  with  such  money  ? 

A.  I  had. 

Q.  And  Exchequer  bills } 

A.  Yes,  1  had. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  discount  tiie  bills  of  any  private  individiials  ^th  that 
money? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  transacted  such .  business  roys«lf,  but 
my  friend,  Mr.  Lind,  and  others  whom  I  have  employed,  undoubtedly 
bave. 

Q.  Did  you  employ  persons  to  discount  the  bills  of  private  ladividualft 
«f  good  repute  with  that  money  through  the  medium  of  Driendt  or 
agents  ?. 
A.  I  have. 

Q^  Wert  you  ever  absent  frpm  the  Navy  Pay  OfEoe  wiftb  piermisfioQ 
of  your  principal  ? 

A.  1  have  been. 

Q.  To  whom,  during  those  absences,  did  you  confide  the  management 
of  public  money,  both  at  Messrs.  Coutts,  in  the  hands  yoa  have  ltafed« 
at  the  JKank  } 

A.  To  Mr.  Thomas  Wilson. 

Q.  In  what  manner  did  Mr.  Thomas  Wilson  dratr^  or  k»  ni^at  wtfy  was 
he  authorised  to  draw  on  your  account } 

A.  As  I  did  not  wish  to  propose  to  Locd  Melville  to  afirtllorlite  any 
other  person  than  myself  to  draw  from  the  Bank,  1  found  il  neeessary; 
in  case  of  illness,  or  occasional  absence  fk>m  the  office,  wben  sudden 
demands  were  made  uppn  the  accountants  for  paymeatof  money,  (0  lewo 
in  Mr.  Wilsonfs  hands  drafts  signed  by  myself. 

Q.  Were  those  drafts  left  in  blank  with  regard  to  the  sum  ? 

A.  That  was  necessary. 

Q.  Were  those  checks  so  given  to  Mr.  Wilson^  both  upott  (he  bousc  of 
Messrs.  Coutts,  and  also  upon  the  Bank? 

A,  No,  only  upon  the  bank. 

Q.  Was  the  power  of  drawing  unlimited? 

A.  It  wast  I  did  not  mean  to  deny  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  also  Kbetfy  t# 
draw  upon  Messrs.  Coutts,  but  it  was  not  under  che  same  form. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Wilson  also  power  to  draw  on  Messrs.  Coutts? 

A.  He  had. 

Q.  in  what  form  ? 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  gave  him  any  written  authority,  thougfr  I 
suppose  I  must ;  as  Coutt^'s  hovse  is  so  correct^  I^must  have  given  tbem>a 
written  authority  to  answer  demands  he  might  make  on  my  account. 

Q.  Had  Messrs.  Coutts's  unlimited  authority  to  answcs  the  dfafiiaof 
Mr.  Wilson  on  your  account?  ^ 

A.  They  had. 

Q.  Had  Mr.  Wilson  instruction  fjrozQ  you  during  your  ai^sen^e^  to  em^ 
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p\pfp^b]}C  money  for  your  advantafs^  in  the  same  way  in  which  yoa 
cikf  plowed  It  wbife  you  were  present  ? 

A.  He  had  my  verbal  instructions. 
.  Q.  Did  he  a<;t  upon  those  instructions  ^ 

A.  He  did. 

Q.  Did  you  actually  make  profit  of  the  public  money  so  placed  in 
various  bands,  in  the  manner  you  have  now  stated  ? 

'A.  I  did,  I  never  meant  to  conceal  it. 

Q.  Through  whose  hands,  or  whom  did  you  first  employ,  to  make  pro* 
fit  of  the  public  money  for  you  ? 

A.  I  do  hot  distinctly  recollect. 

Q.  Was  Mr.  Jellicoe  a  person  so  employed  by  you } 

A.  He  was. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  act  as  private  agent  to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  I  have  al^'v^ys  endeavored  to  be  of  what  service  I  could  to  his  Lord-  * 
ship  in  the  transaction  of  his  private  business,  but  without  any  formal  ap« 
pointment  as  an  agent. 

Q*.  Wbeil  did  the  first  transaction  of  agency  from  you  on  the  part  of 
Lord  Melville,  though  not  by  any  appointment  of  his  Lordship,  take 
place? 

A.  It  it  Hnpossible  for  me  to  recollect,  as  I  do  not  remember  the  ia- 
ftance. 

Q.  Did  it  take  place  before  your  appointm^t  of  Paymaster  of  the 
KavyJ  \ 

A.  It  did  not. 

Q:  When  you  were  first  in  the  Navy  Pay  Office  in  the  character  of  a 
clerk,  at  a  salary  of  501.  a  year,  were  you  in  any  way  known  to  Lord 
M«Nillemthatoftce? 

A.  I  had  the  honor  of  being  introduced  to  his  lordship  ? 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  in  what  year,  and  about  what  time,  you  were  %m 
iotmdmxdU}  hfis  Lofdship  ? 

A.  I  tbmk  about  the  year  nS2. 

Q.  What  was  your  salary  in  the  office  at  that  time  ? 

A.  I  have  already  stated  it  to  be  not  more  than  lOOl.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  bad  varied  from  the  first  salary  I  had  when  I  weqt  into  the 
office. 

Q.  Did  you  after  you  became  Paymaster  receive  the  salary  of  Lord 
Mel viUe  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 

A.  I  did  by  virtue  of  a  general  power  of  attorney. 

Q.^Did-you  receive  Lord  Melville'^  salary  as  his  private  agent,  when 
Lord  Melville  held  other  appointments  undet  government  ? 

A.  I  received  no  other  regular  salary  of  Lord  Melville's  into  my 
hands. 

Q;  Did  you  receive  his  salary  as  President  of  the  Board  of  ControuU 
for  instance  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  As  Keeper  of  the  Pirivy  Seal  in  Scotland? 
A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  As  Keeper  of  the  Signet  ? 
A.  I  did  pot. 

Q>.  Drd-yOu  receive  (he  income  of  Lord  Melville's  private  estates  in 
Scotkmdf  ■  • 

A,  I  did 
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A.  I  did  not  receive  them  regularlj ;  remittances  have  been  madcl  to 
ine  from  Scotland,  but  I  did  not  know  from  what  sources  they  came* 

Q.  Were  you  agent  to  receive  regularly  the  income  fron  Lord  M^ 
TiUe's  esUtes  in  Scotland? 

A.  I  was  not. 

Q.  Did  you  regularly  receive  the  income  of  any  estates  which  Lord 
Melville  might  have  in  England  r 

A.  I  do  not  recoliect  that  I  did, 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  dividends  from  any  public  stock  belonging 
to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  1  did  receive  siich  dividends, 

Q.  Did  you  keep  any  account  between  yourself  and  Lord  Melvilhi 
as  debtor  and  creditor  f 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Can  you  now  produce  such  account? 

A.  I  cannot,  I  have  no  account  in  my  possession  that  I  can  command, 
excepting  one  that  is  in  the  possession  of  the  managers  of  the  impeach- 
nent 

Q.  In  what  way,  in  what  form,  upon  what  papers,  or  in  what  book  was 
that  account  kept  ?  . 

A.  It  was  kept  in  a  small  account  book  of  my  own. 

Q.  Was  a  copy  or  statement  of  that  account  regularly  fiiTnis|ied  by 
you  to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  It  \vas  frequently,  but  not  regularly. 

Q.  When  so  furnished,  diet  Lord  Melville  sign  {Bat  account,  and  yo« 
also,  and  were  duplicates  of  that  account  made  ? 

A.  There  were  duplicates  made,  he  did  sign  them  gjcnerally,  i  b«tiev« 
always,  when  I  presented  them. 

Q.  Were  those  duplicates  so  signed  by  you  and  youf.  pri^ipal,  gm4 
part  of  them  left  in  the  hands  of  Lord  Melville? 

A,  They  were. 

Q.  Did  you  carry  to  the  credit  of  that  account  all  sums  of  moiiey 
which  you  received  on  account  of  Lord  Melville  for  salary,  and  all  occa* 
«ional  remittances  from  Scotland  ?  '  '■' 

A,  i  carried  them  to  the  credit  of  Lord  Melville'^in  hit  accounta  witl^ 
oe. 

Q.  Was  interest  on  either  side  charged  on  that  account  ?  "* 

'  A.  There  was  not.  .  .         -     ' 

Q.  Did  you  advance  to  the  debit  of  that  account,  any  sum  of  money 
to  Lord  Melville?  •»  " 

-  A.  I  have  advanced  sums  of  money  to  Lbrd  Melville,  and  placed  them 
to  the  debit  of  that  account. 

Q.  Did  you  in  17S6,  or  thereabouts,  advance  any  spe<5ific  sums  to  Lord 
Melvilld.  that  went  to  the  debit  of  that  account  ? 

A.  AsVearly  as  I  recoliect,  I  did  advance  specific  sums  to  Lord  Mel- 
Tille,  ana  placed  them  to  the  debit  of  that  account. 

Q.  Was  any  security  given  for  those  sums?  ' 

A.  His  Lprdshtp  granted  me  a  bund  and  security  for  4,0001.  which  I 
advanced  him  in  or  about  that  year. 

Q.  From  what  sum  was  that  money,  or  those  sums  composing  the  400il< 
advanced? 

A.  I  was  enabled  to  ad.vance  that  sum^  of  money  to  hH  Lordship 
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lK>m  the  fund  whieh  I  have  atready  explained,  having  had  the  controul 
of  that  which  was  put  into  my  hands  for  the  purj^ose  of  paying  Exche- 
quer ^ces;  and  as  I  had  mom?r  upon  fwd  dfffefent  treasurerships  which 
Would  not  probably  be  called  for,  but  had  always  been  allowed  to  re- 
main in  the  Paymaster's  hands  for  the  trouble  of  making  np  the  Ex* 
^rea^rer^s  accounts,  I  knew  that  money  would  not  be  called  for  ^U I 
should  leave  the  office,  or  the  accounts  should  be  audited ;  and  from  that 
account  I  advanced  his  Lordship  40001. 
Q.  Did  that  sum  of  4000L  so  advanced  by  you,  Ixsar  interest? 

A.  I  charged  no  interest  to  his  Ijordship  for  that  sum. 

Q.  Did  the  bond  bear  upon  the  face  of  it,  that  it  was  with  intere^hNr 
irithout  ? 

A,  It  did  not  bear  upon  the  face,  that  no  interest  was  to  be  paid,  but 
no  interest  was  expressed  to  be  paid. 

Q.  Was  interest  expressed  to  be  paid  upon  the  face  of  the  bond? 

A.  It  was  not. 

Q,  Why  did  you  advance  a  sum  of  money  to  Lord  MelvUle  without 
interest? 

A.  I  did  not  feci  myself  entitled  tw  charge  his  Lordship  interest  for 
money  w|iich  had  been  put  into  my  hands  under  the  situation  thave 
described. 

Ql  Did  ybu'  deseribe  to  Lord  Mel-ville  the  reason  why  you  did  aot 
charge  interest? 

A.  I  did  not,  nor  did  I  press  it  upon  his  iordship*s  attention  so  mtftk 
at  to  know,  whether  he  ever  knew  that  it  did 'bear*  interest  or  not. 

Q.  Was  that  4,0001.  so  stated  to  ha\'e  been  without  interest  and  upoR 
bo|id»  enteved  in  the  account  which  you  have  stated  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  to  have  been  the  first  article  io  that  account,  but  I 
e«»  cMf  speak  from  ^ecoHection^,  and  it  being  at  a  very  distant  period, 
I  beg  to  say,  that  it  is  only  from  my  recollection  that  I  do^state  it. 

Q.  To  the  best  of  your  recollection  and  belief,  was  that  the  iirst  item 
Ifttheadmintf  '      - 

A.  L  bttteve  it  wa5.  •      '  .         , .  » 

Q.  What  was  the  title  of  the  account? 

A.  ifwaaentitleilaQ  Ae6oudt'€TlrFent.' 

Q.  In  the  account  current  so  kept  between  you  and  Lord  Melvillei^ 
IPere  other  ad vaaees  made  oo>thto  accoiint  of  L6rd  Mel viHn>'  .    r       / 

A.  As  I  was  in  the  habit  of  receiving  all  his  dividends,  angina  salary 
aa  Trcaaarer  of  the  Navy,  of  eaorse  I  debited  his  Loi^brp  wkK  pig- 
ments I  made  of  those  sums. 

Q.  Did  you  also  credit  Lo»d  Melville  for  ^U  tbesa  dh^eoda  as  re« 
ceived  upon  those  sums?  ^  . 

A.  I  did, 

Q.  Did  you  direct  a  p«veiia«eto  be  madeon  aceoant  of  Lord  MetviHtf 
of  9iO(N^.  Indiastockt  in  00  about  the  year  1796? 

A.  My  attention  has-  been  called  to.tbat  circumstance  from  seeing  ih& 
entry  in  the  Tenth  Keport,  an4I  ha?e  no  reason^  to*  doubt  thai  1  did.  ' 

Q.  To  the  besiof  y:Our  knowledge,  did-  you'or  ^d  you>  aotf  gir^sifdi 
directions  ? 

A.  I  mlI}ilM)Ve  no-  douM  ihsdtl  did  ^ve^'sudi  direction»v  althKtu^  I 
have  no  actual  remembrance  of  it ;  I  can  venture  to  say  that  I  dUghic  > 
siMlkdiMftigiv^     .  -'  «    • - 

Q.  Do 
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Q.  Do  you  know,  or  have  yon  any  knowledge,  from  what  fund  the 
BiuQey  wa^  drawi>,  with  which  that  20001  India  Stock wai  purchased? 

A.  I  Iiave  already  said  that  I  had  drawn  money  from  the  Bank,  and 
fNil  it  into  the  hand's  of  Coutts  &  Co. ;  these  sums  having  created  credit 
iomt  at  CoMlts*i  ikOuse^  i  theo  dxttw  upoo  Ccnittf  fpr  nwuey  to  pay  (or 
that  stock. 

Q.  Wat  that  2000L  stock  IxMght  on  account  of  and  for  the  heoedt  of 
Lord  McWille  ? 

A.  1  believe  it  was. 

Q*  \\  ere  the  dividends  of  that  stock  carried  to  the  credit  of  his  account 
cttrreot  \iilh  you? 

A.  1  have  fio  d(»«bt  that  they  were.  I  am  obliged  to  speak  under  that 
reserve  fr«*m  huTing  no  documents  of  my  own  to  refer  to,  but,  from  look- 
ing at  the  account  at  Coutts's, house,  f  am  satisfied  that  tiie  dividends  of 
(hat  stock  were  carried  to  the  credit  of  Lord  Melvill^s  aecoMnt. 

Q*  Did  you  direct  to  be  puichased  a  certain  f|u:^nt{ty  of  ctock  com*' 
nooiy  called  the  LoyaKy  Loan,  in  or  aboitt  the  year  1707  ? 

A.  I  did  not  to  the  l>cst  of  my  recollection. 

Q.  Was  a  cej<aiu  quantity  or  the  Jjyy^hy  Loan  subsc.-ibcd  -to,  for  ft** 
btaefil  o(  or  ou  account  of  Lord  Meh  ille,  bv  yon,  or  under  your  a«ith«rity« 
or  paid  for  wjtii  moaey  comiag  fron^  out  oftbe  ^ndt  you  have  described 
before? 

,  A* 'There  wa«  ao  ^ch  stodc  suhiiciibt4  fdr  by  n«*,  or^ufchased  by 
<oe;  i  believe  the  pajriQentt  were  qiade  bj  iAt.  Couttc's  house,  as  far  m 
lean  understand  aad recollect,  andthity  were  afterwards  paid  by  me  to 
JIc  Coutts's,  bouse. 

.  <2-  ^^  a«  il>at  Loyalty  Lmh.  the  price  of  which  was  «o  originally  paid 
(>/  Mr,  Counts  ^iid  then  repai4  by  y«u  to  Coutts,  for  the  honest  or  on  ac- 
count of  Lord  MeI«riHe? 

A*  It  was  repaid  by  me  to  Kfr.  Coufts  for  Lord  MelvlQle. 

Q.  Were  the  dividends  upon  that  Loyalty  Loan  carried  to  tlie  credit 
«»f  Lord  Melville  i«  the  account  cisrxeot  batweon  k\$  Lordship  aad  you  ? 
.  A  TTiey  were. 

Q.  What  wac  the  quaatity  9f  tbat  9tock  to  fmrehased  f«r  ILord  >f el^ 
>ille? 

A.  f  vndentMd,  irom  the  first  qvfition  upoa  tlie  9iabj^  thyt  H  ^sl%  - 
iO,<KXH.4bc«  sUufed  to,  it  nmst  therefore  be  10,0001. 

Q.  \Vat  Lord  lAelville  debited  in  the  accaaiat  current  bettneen  hk  Lord* 
ship  ^fid  yon  for  that  sum  of  1^,6001  ? 
'  A.  i  belieiie  be  was.  »\  ■    ' 

'  Q.  From  what  sources  did  you  derive  that  mm  of  M/OML  !•  supply 
Messrs.  Covtts  ^  the  purchase  of  that  Loyalty  Loan  ? 

A.  I  canuot  ilatA  the  sources  distinotly  aad  aeparatoly,  as  they  ^ea^ 
upon  differeut  payments,  uukss  I  had  documette  l^^are  vtt  whkh  ilif^ve 
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Q.  Were  thffte  paym^tt,  in  fact,  paid  kmai  tht  public  mooey,  wbicfi 
yo«i  ha4  in  the  Juiads  of  Messrs.  Coi«bts? 

Mr.  Piomer.  **  Tlic  witnea  ooght  ta  speak  from  his  own 
fcaowledge.'*  

Mr,  jiVhithread.  **  The  learned  coun^tel  is  not  to  direct  the  way 
ftO  irtUth  the  witn^esl  should  answer.   I  desiic  he  may  withdraw/* 

*^        *  The 


TThe  witness  retired.  .  ^ 

After  some  observations,  Mr.  Whitbrcad  \vavcd  tlie  qnestion.  * 

ii/lr.  Alexander  Trtiier  wHsngam  eallei^  and  i%e  eoMnmaiioii 

Tfias  continued. 

Q,  From  -what  fund  or  funds  did  you  derive  those  various  payment!^ 
^-hlch  constituted  the  10,0001.  repaid  to  Messrs.  Coutts,  for  the  purchase 
of  that  Loyalty  Loan  ? 

A,  Some  of  the  payments  I  drew  from  the  Bank  and  put  into  Messrs. 
Coutts's  hands,  others  I  drew  from  my  private  account  at  Mr.  Coiitt$*s, 
and  paid  them  into  the  account  of  Lord  Melville. 

Q.  Did  that  private  account  from  which  you  g?ve  some  of  these  drafh, 
consist  of  public  money,  and  a  part  of  it  of  private  money  \ 

A.  it  consisted  of  both. 

Q.  Did  you  purchase  or  direct  to  be  purchased  a  certain  sum  of  100QI. 
three  per  cent,  reduced  annuities,  (or  or  on  account  of  Lord  Melville  ? 

A*  I  directed  stock  to  that  aniopnt  to  be  purchased,  I  believe. 

Q.  Were  the  dividends  of  that  stock  carried  to  the  credit  of  Lord  M^ 
'Ville  in  the  account  current  between  Lord  MelviQe  a^d  yon  ? 

A.  They  were. . 

Q.  Was  any  interest  charged  by  you  upon  any  of  the  sums  hcretoforQ 
specified,  20001.  India  Stoqk,  lO^OOOl.  Loyalty  Loan,  and  7000t.  Three 
per  cent,  reduced  ? 

A.  I  have  already  mentioned  that  I  placed  thine  sums  into  nrf  acceiiEft 
current  with  Lord  Melville,  and  that  I  never  charged  Lord  Melville  iq^m 
terest  upon  that  account,  lior  did  I  charge  myself  interest  when  the  balance 
4if  that  account  happened  to  be  iii  bis  Lordship's  favour. 

Q.  Did  you  direct  paymenls  to  be  ma^e  to  privs^te  individuals  on  ac — 
count  of  Lord  Melville? 

A.  I  have  frequently.  %  .  . 

Q.  Did  you  direct  a  certain  sum  of  money  to  be  paid  on  account  o^ 
Sir  William  Forbes  and  company  in  Edinburgh?.  - 

A.  1  believe  I  did  from  the  documents  that  I  have  seen. 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  of  that  fact  ? 

A.  I  have  none^  but  at  the  same  time  I  have  no  recollecitioirof  ft. 


•  • 


Mr.  Plomer  objected,  and  observed  that  tlie  wi(fi^^  ought  t^ 
speak  from  his  own  knowledge.  „    i 

Mr.  Whitbread.  *\  The  learned  counsel  is  noti  to  dtpect  thd 
way  in  which  the  witness  should  answer." 

Mr.  Plomer.  <*  I  wish  to  know  from  whence  d)6wttfieaft^« 
rives  his  recollection  of  such  transactions,  in  order  that'  we  ii>ty 
be  enabled  to  possess  yourXordships  of  the  whole,  and  not  me^ly 
a  part  of  them.'* 

}Ax.  Wliittvead.  '*  L  am  convinced  the  lefimed  counsel  does 
not  mean  to  interrupt  for  the  sake  of  interruption.  The'wttnesa 
distinqilv  said  he  bad  no  doubt.'* 

•    Mr.  Plomer,     **  I  desire  to  know  if  he  spcats  frcm  the  tenth 
Report,  which  is  opt  a  fit  source  of  his  lecollcctioa."  *    ' 


m* 

itr^  Alexander  Tf'otier  zi>as  agmin  tailed  in,  ah  J  n  tetUr  being 
shewn  him^  was  examined  as  follows : 

Q.  h  thct  letter  now  i A  y&at  han((»  #f  your  IuihI'  writtog  } 
A.  This  letter  is  of  iny  hand  writins". 
Q.  Is  the  whole  your  own  hand  writing  ^ 
A,  It  is. 

Q.  Read  that,  ia  ord^  t6  refVesli  your  memory  Vread  first  aloud  to  the 
court  the  date  of  tt. 
A.  The  date  is  the  S8th  July,  1787. 

The  witness  was  ordered  to  read  the  whole, of  the  letter  himself^ 
so  as  to  enable  him  as  far  as  it  might  to  answer  the  qocstions  that 
might  be  proposed  to  him.  ' 

Q.  Having  now  read  that  letter*  does  it  enable  you  to. speak  from  yoqr 
nemory,  so  refreshed,  whether  you  did  pay  in  a  sum  of  money  ij|ta  the 
hoUse  of  Sir  William  Forbes  and  company^  at  Edinburgh  ? 

A.  I  am  satTsfied  that  I  gave  such  directions,  thgugh  I  do  not  rem^oir 
W  the  circnm  stance. 

.  Q.  From  that  memorandum  are  yoa  satisfied  that  you  gave  suck 
direct  ions  > 

A.  Perfectly  so.  '  .  ^ 

Q.  fo  what  amount  ? 

A.  Two  thousand  pounds. 

Q.  Was  that  sum  of  20001.  carried  to  the  debit  of  Lord  Melvilte  ia 
the  account  current,  and  v^hen  ? 

A.  It  was  carried  to  the  debit  of  Lord  Melville's  account  with  me ;  bu^ 
^s  his  Lordship  had  more  than  one  account,  I  do  not  recollect  which  ac** 
count  It  was  carried  to. 

Q.  Was  it  dffiried  to  the  debit  of  some  account  between  Lord  Melville 
and  you  ? 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Was  any  interest  charged  upon,  that  30001.  in  that  accouii^  what* 
ever  it  might  have  been  ? ,       ' 

A.  No.  / 

Q,  Do  you  recollect,  from  having  looked  at  that  document  in  your 
own  hand  writing,  and  made  at  the  time,  any  advance  directed  by  you  to 
be  made  to  the  account  of  Ijord  Melville,  to  the  h(^u0e  of  M^nsfi^ld^ 
Ramsay,  and  Co.  in  Edinburgh }  1  . 

^  Ai  The  same  letter  specifies  the  sum  of  33741,  to  hfiv^  beea  paid  by  my 
direction  to  Messrs.  Mansfield,  Kamsay,  and  Co.,  oif  llord  Meiville't 
account. 

*  •     *  • 

Q.  Was  an^  security  given  to  you  for  either  of  these  sums  from  Lord 
Melville? 

-  A.  Notae  that  1  recollect ;  but  having  no  recollection  of  the  transactipn 
at  all,  I  can  recollect  no  collateral  ch*cuinstance  attejiding  it. 

Q.  Was  the  last  sum  you  have  mentioned  carried  to  the  debit  of  Lor4 
MdviUe  in  an;  account  between  bis  Lordship  and  you  ?  '        ^ « •       ~  , 

A.  Certainly.  '  *         *        ^ 

"  What  was  the  uoom  af  tbat  sUm  so  paid  by  yott  tq  Maasfieldl 
Hamsay,  aiid.Ca  ? 

A.  5374J.  *'  ' 

*z  2  Q.  Wai 


Q.'Wm  anf  mtcfcst  charged  MpoDi  lh|t  sam  t)et«fcen' Lord  Mcfv* 

and  you?  ..  « 

A.  1  believe  none  to  have  been  oharged.  ^     ^ 

(^.  Was  the  balADce  oi  the  accotont  amreot  lietwec*  yen  and  i»rd 

JMelvillc  inure  generally  OE  one  fide  or  tl»€  othtr  ?    ,    . 

A*  It  was. 

Q.  On  whkrh  side  > 

A.  Lord  JWdviile  was  generally  iodebtftd  to  me.  ' 

V.  To  what  amotftit,  ipon  an  averajje  In  that  account  corre&t  ?  , 

A.  I  am  perfectly  nnable  to  stale  Hipt  circuuiUDCe. 

Q,  Can  yoii  recollect  wheieabmitii  it  might  be  > 

A,  I  eaniioC  unless  any  pttrticular  time  was  »pecVfied  ;  and  tbcn  I  be- 

lieve-Icturf^ldo'a  ^ 

Q.  When  was  that  account  current  bcottgM  to  n  sett4eu[>ei>t^     .  .        »* 

A.  Upon  the  general  settlement  which  we  had  with  Ws  Lordship  at  the 
time  b«?  left  the  Navy  Pay  OtfiCe. 

Q.  IV'hen  was  that? 

A.  I  think  upon  the  3 1st  of  May  1800. 

Q.  Was  a  transcript  ot*  thai  account,  or  the  account  itself,  prescirtfcd  ^ 
Lord  Melvrlle  at  th^t  time?  ,        .^ 

A.  I  made  out  a  general  statefnent  of  his  Ix^rdship^s  business,  as  for  as 
I  was  connected  with  him,  and  that  account  wa» particularly  specified  as 
well  as  others.  ,    ^ 

Q.  At  that  time  in  whose  favour  was  the  balance  ?        ^    .  . 

A.  I  presutne  your  Lordships  mean. the  general  8|ateiheQt,  i|icli^ii|g  all 
'Kis  accounts. 

,  Q.  The  c^iestion  was  to  the  accoont  corrent  only ;  but  postpqnmg  to  a 
future  opportunity,  do  yoi|  recollect  another  advance  in  Mie  year  Vl%9t 
about  the  month  of  Julj,  to  Sir  William  Fcx-bes  and  Co.  ?  '.    \      , 

A.  1  have  no  recollection  of  it.    , 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  the  sum  of  iobOl.  advanced  about  tlii^ 
ITth  of  the  aame  month  to  Mansfield,  Ramsay,  and  Co^  oa  account  of 
Lord  Melville?  ^^    .      ,        . 

A.  I  have  no  recollecttdn  of  that  circumstance,!  have  %^hf>  sums  stated 
in  the  tenth  leport,  but  1  b«ye  no  other  means  of  .recoUecting  it. 

*  'A'pat>er>Mra8  rhen  shewn  to  the  witness,  an<}  he  wa|s  aslcei^ 

/  Q.  Look  at  that  |>aper,  l^jtiii  your  Jiand  iir^t^M^ 
A.  Itli. 

Q.  Read  that,  and  see  >9rhfther  yoq  refresh. your  memory  by  it ;  it  x^y, 
Tnetnorandiim  dated  the  5t1i  oT  January  1T90.  Tlie  transaction  took  place 
\n  1789:  can  you,  aow  having  refreshed  your  memory Jiy;tha^  document 
In  yfont  hand,  ittate  Vrhetber^ou  did  advance,  on  avc^int  of  Lprd  Mel- 
ville, tor  Sir  William  Forbei^ii4  Co.  lOQOf.  in  ^he  month  of  Jul^,  I78d^^ 

'4.  IliiVenoreconettfplfiWthat  t^tlicular  tran^^actioa,  and  I  hope  ijt 
will  aot  appear  extraordioiiirv  to  you,  when  it  is  considered  the  niuUiplictty 
of  tie  t)«Madkfos  tbM  went  through  Iny  bands  durins;  tlie  time  1 4cted  in 
that  public  capacity,  and  wblOlTappea^  in  the  tenth  report. 

Or  But  are  yoo  able  to  speak  to  the  fact  by  referring  Vo  the  pap«r  yoa, 
*0lat&7o^r1^nd^  ... 

A«  1  hftvt  no  doabt  about  tke  fact  by  referring,  from  its  bepg  a  signed 

t  ^  account 


leMOiit  M^w«tt  my  bit>lhcr  at  Edinburgh  and  myself,  airf  £  lifilnf 
ilalcd  to  be  transmitted  to  the  h6U«e  at  Edinburgh  through  m^  bfr<JI!he^.    » 
Q^  Have  you  any  donbt  at  to  the  other  ram  advanced  to  Mansfii^ld, 
RjuBsay,  and  Co.  ? 

Mr.  Plomer.  «•  I  really  imiat  interfere.'*  (Vht  ^kness  tovlt^ 
withdrawn  he  proceeded,)  •«  The  witness  has  been  shewn  papcft 
snd  docuqfipnts,  and  from  these  he  says  he  recollects  ilie  circom- 
stance.  He  may  say  he  has  no  doubt  from  the  full  credit  h?  givea 
to  the  word  of  another,  but  this  k  siot  the  evidence  yourLocdsUips 
will  leceive.'' 

Mr.  Adam  stated  the  objection  also  on  simibir  gro«ndl»/wb.ea 
^he  Mnnagers  waved  the  qtieation.  - 

Mr,  AUnnder  TroiUr  was  again  calM  ia,  and  if^amtned  as 

'  /otlows:  .     ' 

.  .      ■  r        '  * 

Q.  Whcthci  there  wa«  any  other  account  besides  the  at^ount  curreAt 
k^  h^ween  yiM  aiMl  Lord  MelHUc  ? 
.  ^  Tbetewaa. 

Q.  Was  that  account  also  kept  i  n  a  book  f 
■  A.  It  wal  written  in  the  same  book. 

Q.  What  wis  ihe  title  <yf  that  aecottftt^ ' 

A.  It  was  entitled ''Chest  oceoutft.^ 

Q*  Do  you  Kosftlect  whether  the  •um  of  10,600\.  which  It  vas^JJsfafed* 
by  Lord  Melville  that  he  would  account  for  when  you  /ifSt  beanie  Pay 
fnaster  of  the  Navy,  was  carried  Into  (he  accoont  ? 

A.  I  do  reoottect  that  it  was  slated  in  tliat  accouiit« 

Q.  Did  it  form  the  first  item  of  the  account  ? 

A.  It  did.  ' 

Q.  Were  there  other  suttft  advant^  on  itedndt  of  Lord  l^elville,  en^ 
cared  in  this  chest  aeconpt? 

A.  There  were. 

Q.  Was  the  loyalty  foan,  to  the  amotinf  of  i  0,0(X)Jf.  ^tAth  you  suited 
to  be  advanced  to  L^rd  Melvilte  for  the  pufthase  of  that  stocky  and  canriei 
to  the  account  Current,  ever  transferred  to  this  chest  acconnt  ?  '  / 

A.  It  was*  ,    _ 

Q.  To  whom  did  yon  condder  Lord  Melville  to'bfe  debtor  on  the  chest 
account  ?  ..'.'> 

A.  I  considered  Lord  MelvIHe  tohe'lnd|cbted  fogoverament  for.  Ihe^ 
anoM  I  advanced  opon  the  chest  account 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  know  that  you  so  considered  It  ?      .   '        \    ' 

A.  I  never  bad  any  specific  con  Venation  with  his  Lbrdship  npon  1%^  so 
aa  to  enable  me  to  say  poritlvely  that  he  did ;  but  the  accounts  ^er^ 
aealed,  and  duplicates  delivered  to  his  Lordship.  ' 

Q.  What  was  your  reason  for  tran^ftsfrring  the  loyalty  loan  tnonQr  ppt^ 
tiie  account  ctirrent  to  the  chest  account  ? 

A.  It  was  an  anxiety,  an  attention  to  my  own  interest.  tjord'AbNljlb 
was  indebted  to  me  as  a  private  individual  only,  upon  the' account  cuH^nt;i,^ 
and  I  considered  htm  indebted,  as  I  said  before,  to  government  for  the 
WaAce  upon  the  chest  account 

Did 


m 

^  4*  lXd')r<yt^itate  to  Lord  MeliriH^  you  vitbed,  <)r  Hitended,  to  InunfeT 
ibis  k>yftlty  ioao  money  from  the  account  currest  to  the  chest  account  ?  * 

A.  1  4q  not  recollect  that  I  positively  stated  it  to  his  JLordthi^;  bot  I 
delivered  accounts  which  bore  it  upon  the  face  of  them.  i 

Q.  Were  those  accounts,  upon  the  face  of  which  this  transfer  was  bcme , 
delivered  to  Lord  MelvirHe,  and  signed,  by  him>  the  saiiie  as  the  fefher 
jU:coauta?  .  . 

A.  They  were. 

Q.  Were  the  dupV<^ates  so  signed  one  part  taken  by  Lord  Melville  and 
the  other  part  by  you  ?  \  ,        , 

.  They  yxtre, 

Q.  Did  you  charge  any  interest  to  Lord  Melville  upon  the  e&Cst  accdaft 
when  the  balance  appeared  to  be  against  Lord  Melville  > 

A.  I  did  TJOtr  V  :      ^ 

Q.   On  which  side  did  the  balance  cm  th«  chest  accfeuiit  tiliilll^  stafiiiV 

A.  Lord  Melville  generally  stood  debtor  upon  that  account. 

Q.  Pvd  Lpid  MelviUe  approjre  of  the  transfer  of  the  l^yiitt^  IdiiOi  to^e 
chest  account  ? 

A.  He  neither  approved  nor  disapproved  of  it.  He  took  the  accounts 
vjthuut  any  consideration.  w  .       .    ?  ^^     ♦ 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  in  fact  know^  at4life'time  tiie  cfai>8taecoiintwas 
delivered  to  him,  that  he  was  indebted  to  the  public  upon  that  accbufltlQ 
the  sum  of  10,0001.  ?  •  ' 

A.  I  presented  his  accounts  to  his  Lordsh^ ;  bat  as  we  had  ho  con- 
Tersation  upon  them»  1  am  alt^getiier  at  a  ioss  to  answer  that  ^uestioa: 

Q.  Did  he  know  of  any  distinctioi^  between  the  two  accdOBtt;  respect- 
ing the.situation  of  jthe one  account  aiid  the  other  accounts  '    > 
\sA.  I  haye  DO  reason  to  doubt  it.                          y.   •    "    '  t*' 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  then  know  that  upon  one  accoqnt  he  was  Indebted 
immediately  to  govefi^unent,  and  on  tbe  other  thiat  he  wai  debtor- tt 
you }  -:        ,       ^  .  '  « 

A.  1  believe  he  did. 
.    Q.  When  did  this  chest  account  terminate  >  J 

A.  At  the  general  settlement  which  took  place  when  his  Lordship  Idt 
thcofilce.  .  ^ 

Q.  Did  yoa  present  to  Ixxd  Melville  a  general  statement  of  this  c£est 
account,  as  well  as  of  the-account  current  ? 

*   A.  Idid. 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  sign  or  acknowledge  the  account  ? 
•.  ij^,<l  believe.he  did.  • 

(I.  Did  Lord  Melville  at  that  time  discharge  these  two  accounts  ?       * 

A.  He  did  to  the  best  of  my  recollection.  ! 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  what  was  the  sum  due  to  you  upon  these  twi 
accounts } 

A.  I  have  no  recollection  of  the  precise  specific  amount. 

Q.  To  the  best  of  your  recollection  whereabouts  vyas  the  amount  of  thei^ 
two  sums? 

A.  I  should  think  somewhere  about  50>000l. 
,    Q.  Did  you  lay  before  Lord  Melville  at  tiiat  time  the  difi^rcnces  h^ 
tween  the  office  cash  and  the  cash  at  the  Bank  i 

4.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  did. 

I»4 


^Q.  Did'^M  Mki  that  Mn  ooii«0G|uaice  eC  Lord  JileWle's  intetftiaflr  of 

fitting  the  Navy  Pay-oftice,  there  would  be  a  necessity  for  his  proTidtn^ 
1  sum  of  money  ?  4 

A.  Iflid.  ■  .     ■  % 

Q.  For  what  purpose  "v^as  it  necessary  that  that  sum  of  money  should  be 
provided? 

A.  To  innkc  a  repayment  of  the  money  which  his  Lovdship  had  from 
the  public  balances. 

Q.  Did  that  repayment  so  to  be  made  by  his  Lordship,  consist  of  the 
two  sums  so  taken  together  the  account  current  and  the  chest  account  ? 

A.  I  have  explained  that  I  applied  to  his  lx)rd!»hip  for  a  general  settle- 
QifBt  at  that  time,  and  finding  that  his  Lordship  pointed  out  assets  suffi- 
cient to  discharge  both,  1  incorporated  the  two  aecoants  together,  and 
hii  Lordship  paid  me  the  balance  of  both. 
'  Q.  To  what  account  was  that  balance  so  paid  to  yon  placed  > 

A.  To  discharge  the  balance  upon  the  chest  account  and  upon  my  ac« 
aunt  current  with  his  Lordship.  ^ 

Q.  Where  did  you  pay  those  balances  as  soon  as  you  received  them  f 

A*  I  do  not  know  that  they  ^l  went  through  the  same  channel. 

■Q.  Where  did  they  centre  ultimately  ?  *  i 

A  They  must  have  centred  ultimately  in  the  Bank;  because  I  had  ft 
larger  sum  at  that  time  from  the  Bank  upon  my  own  account.  ^  ' 

Q.  Did  this  sum  whicii  my  Lord  Melville  so  paid  you,  go  to  make  good 
tbe  deficiencies  at  the  Bank  ? 

A.  I  cannot  state  from  my  recollection  whethc?  the  whole  went  or  not. 

Q.  Were  your  ditferences  as  Paymasiter  at  the  Bank  made  good  in  part 
T)y  these  payments  so  received  from  Lord  Melville^ 

A.  As  money  cannot  be  identified,  i  am  unable  to  answerthat  Hterafl'P. 
bceause  it  may  first  have  gone  into  Coutts^  Itouse,  and  I  may  have  drawn 
t  larger  sum  from  Coutts's  house  which  nwy  havemtttle  Up  my  balances. 

Q.  Did  the  moat^y  so  paid  by  Lbrd  Melville  go  into  Coutt's,  or  Other 
kaads  for  the  purpo^fe  of  alternately  making  good  these  dilTerences  at  thn 
lank,  or  a  part  of  them  ? 

A.  I  presume  that  they  must  alternately  kav^been  appliedto  that  pur- 
pose, as  I  had  a  much  larger  sum  to  pay  at  the  Bank  than  that  upon  my^ 
own  account. 

Q,  Did  you  consider  that  money,  before  it  wtfs  paid  by  Lord  Melvlfle. 
\    IS  a  part  of  the  difference  owing  to  the  public  ? 

A.  I  have  stated  that  a  part  of  the  balance  that  was  due  upon  the  chest 
Iccount,  I  looked  upon  as  due  to  the  public,  the  other  as  a  balance  due  to 
myself;  and  whether  I  paid  that  money  afterwards  into  the  Bank  in  whole 
or  not  upon  my  own  account,  1  do  not  l^now. 

Q.  Did  you  consider  that  your  own  difference  to  the  public  was  in- 
cased by  as  much  as  Lord  Melville  >was  debtor  to  you  on  account 
current? 

A.  I  did,  as  ffar  asl  can  understand  the  tpiestion. 

Q.  If,  for  instance!  exclusive  of  the  account  culrenti  your  difTcrence 
consists  of  iA),000l.  and  the  accoimt  current  consists  of  25,0001.  \vas  th^ 
difierence  increislsed  45;000l.  by  the  payment  of  Lord  Melville  to  you  ? 

A.  1  do  hot  understand  the  <(uestioa. 

Q.  Was  your  difference,  your  debt  to  the  public,  sweHed  by  the  dcW 
.  irwed  you  on  the  account  current  of  Lord  Melville? 

^.  Jf  I  comprehend  th«  <|uestlon;  it  was  certainly  not  necessaUry. 
•  •  •  .  • 
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a.  Was  it  iji  foci  10  ijMrmtd  to  aaeotttt  of  Hit 4chllxiid  Mdviae 
owedtoyou^ 

A.  1  do  not  kn»w  whether  it  wat. 

Q.  If  you  bad  had  any  balance  d(]«  to  you  from  Ix>rd  Meivtll#on  the 
account  current  on  the  Slit  of  May,  1S00«  would ^ou  hav^  h^  to  great  a 
difference  at  the  Bank  as  then  existed  ?  . 

A.'  I  might  have  chosen  to  take  the  balance  which  Lord  Melnttc  owed  i^ 
me  in  another  channel,  in  which  case  it  would  have  made  no  di^erence  in 
the  cash  in  the  Bank ;  and  as  the  fact  did  ad  exlst^  I  cannot  s^  what  I 
should  have  done  in  such  cases. 

•  Q.  If  Lord  MeUille  had  not  paid  you  the  sum  due  on  the  private  ao« 
count,  to  enable  you  to  pay  that  sum  into  the  Bank,  must  you  not  hare 
been  under  the  necevity  of  providiug  that  sum  of  money  elsewhere } 

A.  Certainly. 

Q.  Did  Lorid  Melville  understand  then  that  the  dischargf  of  these  two 
accounts  wat  to  enable  yon  to  maike  good  your  differences  at  the  Banj^. 

A.  Cert^nly  not.  Lord  Melville  understood  that  so  much  of  it  as  was 
due  upon  the  chest  account,  I  believe  he  undc;rstood  that  was  to  make  \ 
good  his  Lordship's  difference  at  the  Bank,  ^  anu  the  other  was  to  be  in  re-  : 
payment  of  a  sum  of  money  which  he  owed  m«  upon  my  account  current.  ' 
4  Q.  Did  you  g^ve  dirtctioas  in  or  about  the  year  1789  or  1790,  for  the  ^ 
purchase  of  another  sum  of  East  India  Stock,  for  the  benefit  of  Lord  ^ 
Itfelville?  I 

A.  I  gave  directions  in  the  year  1789,  fbr  the  purchase  of  a  sum  of  I- 
East  India  Stock  for  Lord  Melville^  benefit. 

'  Q.  Ace  yon  able  from  your  memory  to  state  what  passed  between  L)rd 
Melville  and  yourself  upon  that  subject  ? 

•  A»  1  will  slate  the  transaction  as  far  as  my  memory  will  carry  roe.  It 
wat  in  consequence  of  a  conversation  1  had  with  hb  Lordship,  in  wkiek 
he  stated  his  opinion  the  valve  of  East  India  Stock,  from  t  be  probabk 
rise  that  wculd|  ultimately  take  place  in  it ;  and  I  observed  to  hi^ 
Lordship  that  if  he  wai  impressed  with  so  good  an  opinion  of  that  stocki 
that  I  thought  in  contideratton  of  his  own  interest,  he  ought  to  inv^t  a 
9]am  of  money  to  it  I  had  meattoned  to  his  Lordship  that  there  were 
eoQsiderublej  bataacet  lying  at  all  times  in  my  hands  that  {were  not 
called  for,  and  in  all  probability  would  not  be  called  for,  from  circuni' 
stances  which  perhaps  I  need  not  relate  at  this  tune.  But  it  was  money  lying 
unclaimed  in  my  hands,  which  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  advance  to 
the  public  until  thjey  nere  claimed,  and  thare  w#s  no  prospect  of  that  claim 

'  taking  place  soon ;  and  I  advised  his  lordship  to  give  me  leave  to  layout 

sp  much  of  that  money  as  would  buy  about  thirteen  or  fourteen  thousaml 

pounds  of  East  India  Stock ;  but  this  his  Lordship  refused  in  the  most 

pointed  and  decided  manner,  insomuch  that  I  was  afraid  1  had  incurred 

his  Lordship's  ditpleasuie  by  proposing  it    But  it  cawe  iutp  my  mind  at 

the  same  moment  that  it  woutd  be  possible  to  borrow  a  sum  of  money  upon 

the  security  of  that  stock,  and  I  proposed  to  his  Lordship  that  I  should  en* 

^eavour  to  do  so,  and  that  I  should  expend  that  money  in  th^  purcha««^ 

oif  East  India  Stock.  To  this  his  Lordship  readily  assented,    t  mentioned 

that  I  then  lived  with  a  relation  of  my  own.  who  was  a  wan  of  considei^ 

able  importance  in  the  city,  and  that  he  would  be  enabled  to  raise  this 

samof  money  for  me.    In  short,  I  made  it  an  easy  matter  to  his  Ijordship. 

6ut  when  I  applied  to  Mr.  Lind,  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  alluded,  I  foua4 

that  I  wat  mistakei}^  and  that  it  was  not  an  easy  matter  to  raise  money 

upon  that  security :.  but  I  was  unwilling  to  disappoint  hb  Lordship  ii\  what 

,  .  I  had 
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1  had  SO  saiiguinely  told  Kim  I  could  effect,  and  I  never  acquainted  liU 
Lordship  with  the^ifiicvky  that  had  arisen^  but  assisted  Mr.  Li'nd  l)y 
advaiiclng  from  the  j)ublic  mone)r,  of  which  I  liad  tlie  management.  I 
never  had  occasion  afterwards  to  mention  the  circumstance  to  my  Lord 
Melfille  until  April,  in  the  last  year,  and  he  was  perfectly  unacquainted 
vitb  my  having  made  us^  of  the  public  money  in  that  ttansactiou,  and  I 
cfiarged  hisXofdship  a  regular  interest  for  the  whole  of  the  monej  which 
1  advanced^  until  the  final  settlement  of  our  accounts. 

Q.  Did  Lord  l^lville  never  enquire  the  name  oT  the  lender  of  the 
money  ? 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  his  Hordship  ever  did  i  I  had  stated  in  such 
positive  terms  that  Mr.  Llnd  could  do  it,  that  1  never  found  it  necessarj^ 
to  mention  the  circumstance  again  to  Lord  Melville,  but  took'  it  fop 
ffranted  that  he  had  thought  I  had  concluded  the  transaction  In  the  way 
ni2t  (supposed  it  could  be  effected. 

Q.  Did  you  mentioa  Mr.  Dnd's  name  to  Lord  Melville  at  that  time  t 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Were  the  dividends  upon  that  stock  carried  to  the  credit  of  Lor  j 
MelviHe''s  account  ? 

A.  They  were. 

Q.  Did  you  direct  any  transfer  to  be  made  to  t/)rd  Melville  of  any  part 
of  that  stockat  any  time  previous  to  the  year  ISOO  ? 

A.I  have  oo  recollection  of  that  circumstance.  It  was  mentioned  to 
me  yesterday,  but  1  do  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  anMunt  of  the  sum^  originally  expended  in  the  pur- 
chase of  this  Hock  ? 

A.  I  have  sl^te4Jt  jn  another  place/  and  I  have  no  reason  to  alter  my 
opinion  now  from  my  recollection  that  ijt  was  23,0001. 

Q.  Did  the  debt  for  the  purchase  of  that  stock  continue  to  tliat  amount 
URtil  the  stock  was  replaced,  or  repaid  fo  ^ 

A.  It  did  not. 

Q.  In  what  manner,  and  to  what  amount  was  it  diminished  ? 

A.  It  was  diminished  by  payments  from. his  Lordship  to  me,  to  lhe< 
sum  of  20,0001,  upon  which  his  Lordship  continued  to  pay  intere;it  to  me 
tintil  the  6nal  settlement  of  our  accounts. 

Q.  In  what  numner  was  the  ^iOOOl.  paid  to  j^ou  ? 

A.  I  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  it,  but  1  believe  I  have  been  paid 
At  two  dilferent  times. 

Q.  Was  the  30001.  so  paid  carried  to  the  credit  of  cither  Lord  MelviilA 
chest  account,  or  his  account  cqrrent  with  you  ? 

A.  it  was  not. 

■Q.  To  what  credit  was  it  carried  ? 

A.  It  was  carried  to  the  credit  of  the  debt  which  was  Upon  the  stock* 

^^  To  whom  was  the  30001.  paid  > 

A.  I  had  adv^o^ed  the  money  for  the  stock  myself,  of  course  it  w^ 
paid  to  roysel/. 

Q.  Was  that  East  India  Stock  in  possession,  or  was  it  still  placed,  for 
the  benefit  of  Lord  Melville  in  Ma}',  iSOO,  when  he  quitted  the  Navy- 
Pay-office? 

A.  He  was  possessed  of  it  tn  the  manner  I  have  descrl]>ed^   ^  wasJield 
In  trust  by  the  house  of  Messrs.  Thomas  Coutt&and  Co.  ajicisu Inject  to 
'my  controul. 

Q.  Was  it  subject  to  your  controul  during  .the  whole  time  it  w^g  tmi  I 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  interruption  of  it. 
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Q.  Were  the  dividends  4wayi  carcted  to  Ltird  Melville's  credit  h 

A.  I  believe  they  were,  ^        ^ 

'  Q.  At  tihe  .time  when  yoa  pioppfed  to  Lord  Melville  to  purchase  East 
ludia  Stock  for  him  out  of  the  public  balances  lying  in  yoor  hands  un<» 
daimed,  did  Lord  MelvlHe  ask  vou  the  amount  of  those  bailances? 

A..  1  do  udit  recollect  that  he  did. 

Q.  Did  he  enquire  whether  you  liad  in  your  hands  assigned  or  un-' 
assigned  balances,  or  whether  you  had  both  or  either  ? 
"A*.  I  Dcver.had.aoy  cooversation  with  his  Lordship  on  the  fubject. 

Q.  Were  you  ever  restricted  by  Lord  Melville  in  aii^  way  with  respect 
to  the  quantity  of  money,  you  were  to  keep,  at  the  house  of  Messn.  Coutts?: 

A.  Lord  Melville  left  the  management  of  the  balances  la  the  Bank  en- 
tirely to  mc.  }  believe  {  enjoyed  his  Lordship's  confidence  to  the  fullest 
extent,  and  he  never  interfered. 

-  Q.  Waa  there  aay  fcstrictioD  apoa  yoa  as  to  the  turns  oat  of  the  Bank 
for  that  pgrpo^e  >   /  . 

A.  7*bere  was  none. 

Q.  I 'hoc  were  no  restrictioiis  as  to  the  brandies  apon  which  you  were 
to  draw  when  you  tcik  money  from  the  Bank  to  place  it  at  Messrs.  Coatt^t? 
:  A;  Lord  Melville  never  interfered  with  me  in  the  management  of  the 
balancea  at  the  Fay^iAice. 

The  question  was  repeated. 

A.  I  liave  not  the  least  idea  of  the  meaning  of  the  qoestton. 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  say  that  you  might  or  might  not  draw  upon  the 
pay  brancb»  tliat  yoa  might  or  might  not  draw  upon  the  victdalling  branch, 
that  you  might  or  might  not  draw  upon  the  navy  branch,  or  did  he  men* 
tion  any  restriction  as  to  eitber  •/  them  ? 

A.  1  have  already  said  Lord  Melville  never  gave  me  any  instmcttons 
with  regard  to  nanaging  the  balances  of  the  office;  therefore  1  do  not 
kndw  what  the  honorable  managers  mean  by  restrictions. 

-  Q.  Did  Lord  Mebrille  order  you  to  draw  upon  this  or  that  branch^ 

A.  Certainly  not 

Q.  Did  you  ever  draw  drafts  in  fovorof  the  Bight  Honorable  Ileary^ 
iHindas  in  yoor  account  at  Coutts's  > 

A.  Undoubtedly.  -^ 

Q   Did  you  ever  draw  drafts  in  fovor  of  Henry  Dondas  ? 

A.  Undoubtedly. 

Q.  Did  3'ou  ever  draw  drafts  in  favdr  of  Mr.  DundaSf 
.  A.  Undoubtedly. 

Q.  Do  all  these  three  descriptions  mean  the  same  person,  tbcTreasnrrr 
of  the  Navy. 

A.  'I'liey  did,  unless  some  exceptions  may  exist  in  case  of  my  'having 
drawn  in  faVor  of  Mr.  Robert  Dundas. 

Q.  Were  those  drafts  In  general  in  fiivor  of  the  Treasurer  of  thtNaVy 
with  small  exceptions  ? 

A«  'ITiey  were. 

;     Q,*  Did  you  use  either  of  those  names,  Mr.  Dundas,  Henry  Dundai, 

iM-theBight  Honorable  Henry' Dundas,  in  the  draft  of  Messrs.  CoutU, 

^vri^^t  the  payment  being  made  either  to  Lord  Melville,  or  some  perton^ 

on  B^^couat  of  Lord  Melville,  or  some  person  having  a  monev  connectioii^ 

withLordMelvittc?  '  ^ 

A#  It  is  probable  I  never  did  j  bot  so  many  transactions  of  this  sort  took 
place,  that  it  is  impossible  for  mc  to  say  that  there  were  no  cxecptionsi 

Q.ft 
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(t.  It  is  asked  generally  speaking  ? 

A.  Getierally  ipcaking  they  have  collateral  connectioo  with  LoKji  Me]« 
Lille's  accounts. 
Q.  Was  this  Ea$t  India  Stock  in  May,  1 SOO,  when  Lord  MeiviUe  went 
ut  of  office,  either  sold  or  pledged  for  the  purpose  of  making  up  y^c 
idkiencies  at  the  Bank  ? 

A,  It  was  deposited  at  that  time.  •  ■     -c 

Q.  Was  there  any  increase  upon  the  value  of  that  stock,  from  the  time 
t  which  it  was  bought  to  the  time  at  whiofa  it  was  either  so  soid^or 
[edged  ?  '      '      '      "' 

A,  The  stock  had  risen'.  .v. 

Qi.  Tp  what  account  was  the  mooey  obtained  upon  the  stock  elthiprsofll^ 
r  pledged,  carried  ?  -   •        '^ 

A..  20,0001.  to  pay  of  the  debt  upon  that  stock,  and  SOOOl.  of  it  weht 
»  pay  me  in  part  liquidation  of  the  balance  upon  my  accoirat  4^rrenl,'  '^^ 

Q.  Had  Lord  Melville  in  fact  the  benefit  of  the  rise  of  that  stock  f  i  ' 
.  A.  Certainly  he  had,  and  the  loss  would  also  have  accrued  to 'his  Lord* 
:iipi  in  ease  the  stock  bad  fallen.  •  "' 

Q.  IJad  lie  the  benefit  of  the  excess  o£  dividends  above  the  interest  at 
percent,  paid  for  the  money  during  the  whole  time  there  was  such  asL 
3[cess?  .      .       I  . 

A.  I  do  not  know  th/it  the  dividend  did  exceed  the  intevest  whkb  he 
»!aid  upon  it,  especially  ft  first  I  believe  it  dui  not 

Q.  Wai  there  at  ai;y  tii^ie  a^rtse  upon  that  between  the  time  the  stock 
was  purchased  and  tbetl  me  it  was  sold  N  ' 

A.  There  was  a  rise  upon  the  dividends  on  the  slock,  several  years  afttr 
t  was  purchased  upon  his  Lprdship'a  account  ' 

-  Q.  Was  any  seeurjty  of  any  kind  givea  to  Mr.  Lind  lor  tfair  porchese 
»fEast|ndjaSt9ck? 

^  A.  Tk^  St^ck  W9S  >nyested  in  his  name  some  time  after,  not  immedt* 
ately,  as  1  understood  from  a  document,  which  has  been  lately  pat  iato^ 
any  hands. 

Q.  Pid-the  accounts,  which  you  flom  time  to  time  deKvered  to  Lard 
Melville,  though  not  delivered  at  regular  periods,  include  all  the  receipts 
ifdpayn^enjts  niade  and  received  by  you  on  account  of  Lord  Melville  f 

A.  They  did  to  the  best  of  my  recollection, 

Q.  Did  you,  at  the  end  of  the  year,  1790,  make  up  all  the  Maoces  of 
the  Navy  Pay  Office,  at  the  Bank  of  England  ? 

A.  The  account  Qf  the  Bank  pf  England  would  appear  by  my  books  to 
be  balanced  at  that  time ;  but  whether  the  balance  was  exactly  paid  ih 
or  not  I  cannot  ascejtaii^,  l^epa^ise  fo.me  of  my  drafts  may  not  have  beea- 
presenled,  in  which  ^case  that  would  form  p^rt  of  the  balance  appearing  so 
to  be  paid  jn. 

Q.  Was  the  babnce  at  th^  end  of  tlie  year  1790,  exactly  so  stfoek,  aad 
did  it  appear  that  there  was  no  deficiency  at  that  time  ? 

A.  There  appeared  to  be;  1  could  speak  with  more  pceoiskNi  i#the  ac* 
counts  were  laid  before  me,  which  I  have  pot  hiid  t|ie  advantage  offyt 
iome  time  past. 

Q.  Did  ypu  nuke  up  the  diffierence  beti»«en  tiie  balaace  ef  the  one  ac* 
Dooiit  and  the  other  at  the  end  of  the  year  1790  ? 

A*  I  cannot  speak  ih>m  recollection ;  my  documents  are  in  the  hands  of 
the  honourable  ^managen,  and  I  probably  should  be  able  to  speak  vKth 
vwre  precision  if  they  were  laid  before  me. 

■  *aA9  If 
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ft.  If  diere  was  any  differenca  between  the  office  eaib  tgid  tb^  Bank 
cash,  at  the  end  of  jthe  year  179  Ij  of  what  money  did  that  d\fterence 

^A.  Ft  would  consiit  of  drafts  of  mine  which  had  been  presentecY  tK>  the 
Bank  ift  part'^  alrid  in  part  of  the  Min»  of  money  whitb  Lord  MeNHte  was 
ioiiebtefi  to<the.«hc«t  aoconnl,  and  tn-me^  upon  my  tccoant  currcnr. 

Q.  Did  that  balance  your  are  now  speaking  of^  comprehend  both  the 
chest  account,  and  the  account  current  ? 
Ap  Itdid',  to.the  bestof  my  reoollbetion  of  Iheaccountt, 
Q.  Pid  the,  batance^oiitittinding  from  17{K>to  1799,  comprefiend  those 
balances  so  due  from  Lord  Melville  ? 

.  A.  It  did,  to  the  best  of  my  recollectton,  of  the  tettM  accounts, 
t^way• ;  but  a  amall  account  may  have  existed^ upon  the  account  cunvbt, 
which  was  not  included  in. that. 

'  Q..  XXid  therdiiferenc*  betwean  the  office  and  the  Bank  balance  at  the 
en4.pf-.eficb.  of  those  ynra  which  you  have  specliied,  denote,  wftjj^  a 
triflng  exception,  the  sum  of  money  whieh  was  to  be  made  good  fay  p^y* 
2Mat$  fmm«  Lord  Melville  tothe  publicand  to  you  ? 
.A.  It  did  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

,.  Q,*  Aow  long  did  you  continue  in  office  after  Lord  Melville  feftitf 
A*  J(t7pwaidaiif  two  years. 

^.  Who  was  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  after  Lord  Melville  ? 
.4.  JUml  Harrowby  sttcceeded  Lord  Melville^  Mr.  Bathuntt  soccecried 
Ijord  Hqrrowby,  and  Mn  Tierocy  succeeded  Mr.  Bathursf. 

Q.  Was  any  interruption'  given  by  either  of  thd|c  Treasurer*  to  the 
practice  of  taking  the  money  ifom  the  Bank^  ami  phictng  it  ia  tin 
WWylaQ/b  Meism.  €outt9,  or  aay  piivate  indt  vjduah } 

Q.  Mr.  Bathurst  ordered  it  to  b«  altogether  done  away. 
•    4*  Was  thai; enkc  carried  strictly  into  execution  > 

A    1  do.  not  know  how  1  must  be  pinned  down  to  the  word  stridjy; 
^r.Qaibttii^^did  not  press- it  to  be  done  within  a  few  days,  but  to  do  it 
with:  conrenience  to  ourselves,  I  might  do  it  in  the  space  of  a  month  or  so; 
there  was  no  time  particularised* 
Q.  Was  k  d^ne- vHthtn  the  jnonth  ?• 
A.  It  was. 

Q«  DidymacDoiinoe  in  tha  sftoation  of  Paymaftter  after  the  mooe^ 
ivas  so  placed  at  the  Bank  h 
A  I  dkl. 

Q.  When  did  yon  quit  the  effibe^? 
,    ^  I  left:  the  office  in  one  month  after  Mr.  Ticrrtey  succeeded*  to  thf 
Mtuatioa  of  Tieasttrer  of  the  Navy,  I  do  not  recollect  the  time. 
Q.  Were  you  ever  after  appointed  Paymaster  of  the  N&vy  ? 
A.  I  was,  by  Mr.  Canning.  .     i>      ,  " 

Q.  Did  the.same  practice  that  had  been  ordered  by  Mr..  Bat^ufst^  wk- 
ivii)  dltmg  the  traasurecafaip  cf  M!^^  GiHining  > 
A.  It  did. 

Q*  Was  thebalaaceiipotttkeebest  account  always  against I^d  M«l» 

A.  I  believe  it  was. 
.   U  Was  any  ladantyof  any^sart  ffgnedby  Lord  MerviUe  Uijt$H  « 
to  any  other  person,  on  acoouatof  the  India  Sfocfc.so  pmchased? 

ft.,  Wbeadiiiyiaa^uftt  tHeNaty  Pay  Office  ? 


Q.  Did  yoy,  vhile  you  were  Paym^cc  oL  the  Kv^y^  9i9k«  «9|^  ^»5& 
'  ^  payment  with  yoiir  own  hand,  oaaccotuut  ml  tiici  public  ?  J 

A.  f  do  not  recollect  that  i  ever  did,  excepting  in  E?u;beqiMrtef,    • 

Q.  Did  you  alvtays  issue  your  mooei^lxy  dca/t».toiyoiK«ub-ai:co«ntaat? 

A.  1  recollect  on«  or  tva  instance  whienna  I  (H4  aotn  hawnci  a  suim  of 
Boney  in  the  iron  chest. 

Q.  Were  those.  exco|^tioii&  to^tba- general  rule  Ter>fi»R^ 

A,  Vet-y  few. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  draw  drafts  upon  the  Bank  of  England,  aaci*^  janr* 
telf,or  send  others  to  take  cash  oc  Banki  notes,  iicQm,th«  Saak^  fea  far  paid 
to Kfessrs.  Coutts,  or  elsewhere? 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  did  personally,  but  I  have  sent  ofMiCfs  t» 
doso?  ,  ... 

Q:  Have  you,  or  any  other  persoas,  received auch.  nxmeyvrithoiUfSaiir 
ing  it  through  tbe^hands  of  Messrs^  Coult$  ? 

A.  I  have  no  knowlndgt^of  its  ever  haviDg  be^adooe.  I  haveibl^eM  io« 
forraed'it  has  been  (tone.  . 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  ah  instance  o fnotea  having  b/E^enlHOu§IttflK>ni, the 
Bank  of  Cug!and,  without  passing  through  the  handsof  Messm  Qlolittf^ 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  any  myself;  my  Histrqciions  were.geaewl^  given 
to  Mr.  Wilson,  who  managed  that  for  me^;  or  Mr.  Twetdj«  att^e  Cay 
Office.  I  am  told  that  has  happened  iQore  tlua  OQQe,.  bull  hftve*  nare* 
ctjttection-of  it. 

Q.  Do  you  recolfect  drawing  one  day  for  a  million  of  mim^,  and 
having  received  a  million  c^  money,  vitlKHit  paMln^thPOVug^^ibe!  httda' 
ofCoutts? 

A.  I  never  drew  for  a  million  of  mpoey  btit  coca  is*  m^lU^'.  and-tbat 
money  went  into  the  hands  Of  Coutts, 

4*  Was^  It  paicf  mto  Coutts  in  Hank  notes,  w  vaatbe  diaflj^ipcii 
to  them? 

A.  My  draft  was  given  to  the  principal  money  GPadnctcw^f  tiie  Pay 
Office,  who  went  into  the  Bank  with  that  draft ;  tfae.nolaa  baing  dialled 
into  a  great  number  of  small  notes,  and  he  brought  them  dirac^y»  and 
put  them  into  the  house  of  Contts,.  as  I  understand* 

€t»  Then  it*  wasput  into<])6utts'$  bank,  in  Bank  «ot«%  and  noiriivthe 
tbaptf-of^cfrafl.? 

A.  I  drew  a  draft  as  usual,  upon  the  Bank,  but  insUsKl  9f  f^^ing'the 
draft  to  Coutts,  I  gave,  it  to  the  clerk^,  wko.  carried  it  to  tbei  Batik^  and 
took  tlieBiiiiife  notes  to  Couttis. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  draw  for  small  s^m9>.eitbe^upoll  the  Baak  •»«|KNf.tlie 
ofC^ttt,  ibrpublic  services' 

A*,  ^d*^}Pl%ilow  whiat  the  honotirable  managar  nay  4ali  a  small- 

Q.  Did  you  e\'er  draw  for  %  less  sum  than  a.thcMi8aad.f«>iM[d»^ 
l9oa;|li»  Banli^ or  Messrs.  Coutts,  on  aocouot  of  thof  iibtic  wtmott 

A.  1  make  no  dottbt  ! * l^ave  often  done  so. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  any  sm.allpayJDMJlts^  oj»«  a«90iMi|)0f  tii^'  puMic 
mmm,  MMpHftg  Exchequer  fees  ? 

4l  1  dH^  aol'reeollecr any;  uiileis  they  were  repayments  into  tHeiBiok 

Q.  According  to  the  nature  and  to  the  practice  of  the  F»y  Oftcc«  tlace 
that  account,  have  paymnits  hefii^nuv4e  by-  tt#.P4jlni«t«im  Hie  ovdi* 

gwy  inmm  »Mliti«|lct»f 
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•^  A.*  I  do  not  rccolfcct  aiiy ;  I  dd  nol  know  wliat  the  honourable  madar 

ger  alludes  to. 

Q.  'Do  any  payments  to  puWtc  creditors  pass  In  the  usual  form  of  bua- 
rfess,  through  the  hands  of  the  Paymaster? 

A.  I  believe  not.  j 

Q.  Are  not  all  the  bboks  made  by  the  sub-accountant  ?  q 

*A.  Theyare,^  as  I  said  before,  except  with  regard  to  the  Exchequer,  \^, 

fees, 
Q.  Did  you  ever  receive  any  gratuity  from  Lord  Melville  for  acting  as 

his  agent  ? 
A.  Never. 

Q.  Is  the- book  in  which  yoii  kept  the  account  wrrent,  and  the  chest 
account^  destroyed  ? 
A.  It  is« 

Q.  Arc  ill  the  bonks  containing  any  j^ccounts  between  I/>f4  MelvJIle 
and  you,  and  the  vouchers,  destroyed  ? 
A.  They  are  to  the  best  of  my  hdief. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  lose  one  of  these  books  whilst  they  w^re  ii)  existence  i 
A.  I  was  robbed  of  one  ofthose  books  at  pn^tiine? 
Q.  Did  your  recover  it  again } 
A.  rdld. 

Q.  How  did  you  get  it  again  f 
•  A. 'I  received  it  from  one  of  the  magistrates. 

Q.  Was -that  one  of  th<^  books  in  which  the  account  current  and  chest 
account,  between  you  and  Lord  Melville,  were  entere'd  ?  , 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  Look' at  this  paper.  Is  it  signed  by  you?  ^ 

A.  It  is, 

Q.  What  does  that  paper  purport  to  be  > 

•A-  It  purports  to  be  an  account  cufirent  between  1/>t^  Me|yiU^  a&4 
myself,  dated  as  commencing  in  the  year  17B2. 
Q.  Is  that  an  account  he  balanced  I 
A.  It  appears  to  be  so. 
.Q.  Is  it  signed  by  both  parties  ? 
A.  It  is. 

Q.  Have  you  ^ny  vouchers  in  your  hand,  cpnnected  with  that  paper  ? 
<A.  Hete  are  v6uchers,  but  I  do  not  know  whether  they  belong  to  it  of 
not. 
Q.  Ke(ertothemr 

A..  They  do  not  seem  to  refer  t6  the  account,  they  ar^ofa  subsaqooit 
date.    I  tee  no  reference  whatever. 
Q.  Are  they  vouchers  of  any  accounts  between  Lord  JfelyiUe  and  ydu  t 
A.  They  are  vouchen  of  three  payments,  whici|  I  appear  Ip  bavC' 
made  upon  Lord  Melville's  account. 

.Q«  Is  the  sheet,  now  in  your  hand^  of  the  na^re  of .  ti^qse  acooiui(«# 
which  you  delivered  to  Lofd  Melville  at  certain  periods ?. 
A*  Itb. 

Q.  Were  the  aeooantt  so  delivered  by  you  at  certain  periad<»  both  «• 

the  chest  and  current  account,  so  figi^ed  a^  that  pafer  |n  your  h%wl  it 

ngiied  ? 

A.  They  were.  , 

Q.  To  .whom  did  yeo  give  th^dl^edidn  for  the  purchase  €if  M90k 

Ilpdia  Stock  in  I7«8  ,fop  the  benefit  of  Lord  Melville  ?  ^^ 

A*  Icao 
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»  A,  I  caQQolj:  jv^gc  from  (bat  d(cumstance»'tliat  most  part  of  my. 

tfms^ictibns  of  that  sort  went  through  the  house  of  Coutts  suid  Co ;  aud  ( 
haveao  doubt  to'them  directloos  were,  given. 

Q.  To  whom  were  the  directipas  given  for  the  purchase  of  IQ9OOOU  ot 
the  Loyalty  Loaa,  to  17tf7  ? 

A.  I  gave  nodirectioii$  r^pecting  that,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Q*  To  whom  did  you  giy^  directions  for  the  purchase  of  the  7(idoL  S 
per  cents,  reduced  ? 

A.  1  presume  also  to  the  Jiouse  of  Messrs.  Coutts  ^d  Co. 

Q.  Does  Mr.  Philip  Antrobus,  the  broker,  act  for  that  house  ?   . 

A.  I  have  heard  so. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  he  did  at  that  time  act  for  that  bouse  f 

A.  I  believe  it^  but  I  do  not  know  it. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  «•  Will  the  honourable  managers  re- 
quire to  examine  this  witness  again.*' 

Mr.  Whitbread*     *'  My  lord  we  do  not  at  present  know/' 
.     ♦ 
The  witness  cross-examined  hy  Mr.  Plomer. 

Q.  Yiu  speak  of  being  appointed  Paymaster  in  consequence  of  the 
recommendation  you  stated,  having  had  an  opportunity  of  being  useful 
to  Lord  Melville  in  some  regulations  respiting  the  olbce,  previous  to  your 
Ibeing  appointed  by  him  tp  the  office  of  Paymaster  ? 

A.  ly  very  early  afler  Lord  MelviUe^s  first  appointment  as  Treasurer  of 
the  Navy,  presented  his  lordship  with  a  plan  for  new  regulating  the  buai* 
nesB  of  tlie  office,  which  1  have  undentood  was  much  appivv^dof  by  bk 
lordship. 
Q.  In  what  year  was  that  ? 

A.  I  fancy  it  was  in  )7$?;  it  w^  a  very  short  time  after  his  lordship 
was -first  appoihted*  Treasurer  of  the  Navy . 

Q.  Some  time  prior  to  your  being  appointed  Paymaster  ? 
A.' A  great  many  years  before. 

Q.  In  that  interval,  between  the  circumstanGe4hat  first  brought  you  to 
Lord  Melville's  noticie,  and  your  ap()ointment  as  Paymastof,  was  any  in- 
tercoune  kept  up  between  his  lordship  and  you  ? 

X.  •  I  bielieve  1  was  knowQ  to  his  lordship  during  the  time ;  but  I  hadiio 
particular  intercourse  with  bis  lordship. 

Q.  Thie  first  circumstance  you  were  interrogated  to,  after  that  of  your 
being  appointed  Paymaster,  was  his  lordship's  acknowledgment  ijif  a  ba- 
lance in  his  hands  Of  10,0001.  At  the  same  time  Lord  Melville  said  that 
was  in  his  hands,  did  he  not  say  it  was  not  a{}piied  to  any  private  use* 
or  emolument  of  *hi$  own,  but  to  public  purposf^s*  from  whence  it  was 
likely  there 'would  be  a  los^  ? 

A.  His  lordship  expressed  tome,  he  was  afraid  that  there  might  be  a 
loss.  The  conversation  might  be  pointed^  but  I  do  not  recollect  it  so 
much  as  to  be  able  to  say  that  his  lordship  actually  stated  it  to  be  for  pub« 
lie  ser%ices ;  but  it  is  a  very  distant  period,  and  it  is  possible  he  did. 

Q.  Haveyou  the  least  tecoltection  that  Lord  Mdville  acknowledged 
that  heliad  applied  k  Go  any  purpoles  of  private  benefit  to  himselfi? 
A.  None. 

Q.  Whether  the  sums  for  the  purpose  of  payiog  the  Exchequer  fees 
^M&Sk  j'o^'hare  stated*  ha4  aot  for  some  time  beea  a  fund  in  the  hand 

of 


» 

4r^ftfe  t*Ayin^«ittt,  ««At€fi  1w  used  for  iih  (ywk  «th«tuib«9r>  ii^tAni4K< 

A.  I  had  iinderstcx>d  that  f hey  btid  aNr^ys '4>e«n  $n*f1ie  fiafWh  of  nr 
^fedeeeMors/Pii^mMterftfrf'I'he  Navy;  jMH^fhat  44ie  paits  inrhkh  «ei^ 
BDt  immediately  required  for  the  payment  of 'the  piAflib*fees  vere  made 
Btouf ;  -atid  as'M)«iiii$  the  surra  in  then*  lieAds  was  t<e<hie^  to  under 
IjOeCH.  it  w«s««i9cnA  fofkht  ^aytnMter  ^o  •fntlfe  an  'amj^cfltldh  for  a  fur- 
ther sum  of  3,0001.  to  be  iniprested  into  his  hand  for  that  purpose.  That 
was  the  mode  thitt  wos  exphnfic^  to  me  ^rbtn  I  came  into  the  office,  and 
I  received  th^Manees  remainlirg  upon  t«reDx-TreasorersMjps  ;  and  taoo  ^ 
after  my  appointment  to  the  office,  30001,  vra<;  put  into  my  liands  to  pay 
Uie  Exch^ttei^fci'^  upon  ^he  ctt^pent tVeaMirer^  ps.  ' 

Q.  It  is  thought  you  said  the  raomry,  i^ned  ^i^  the  Exchequer  fees  is 
issued  in  a  different  mode  from  the  money  issued  for  public  service  ? 

A.  I-A^^ute^. 

Q.  State  M'herein  the  dilferencenonsists?  • 

A-  'AU  BDflieaiiBuedfruinthfcEacciieqHer'to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Ka^7» 
are  in  consequence  of  a  letter  fix>m  the  dtflferent  l>oards,  connected  with 
flial  office,  desiring  iiim  to  memorial  the  Treasury  for  sucii  sums  of  mo- 
feey,,  exceptij)g  in  the  instance  of  Exchequer  fees.  He  alone.  Is  acquaint* 
^MrhcQT^ey  ftveiMforly  exhaiiat«d»  and,  ^hen  liei  fimls  them  9b»  he  in- 
tflodes  aii  application  fur  3000l.iAto.&ay  memorial  lo  he  seat  ta  the  Tiea* 
Hiry 'to^i^'UapTisted  iti to  the Ireaaner^s haandn, 

Q.  It  is  to  be  understood  then,  that  all  other  tiuns  oi  OMiey  for  tte 
fvbtitfMrvice  mast  4Bigtnate  iri(rii  some  Oiie  of  the  Boar^fi  .^ 

A.  Titewhoie  ofthe  money. 

Q.  These  are  4k(ierent  JBoatds  that  giA^e  diroctioliis  /or  ifisuiof  of  mm 
aey  ;  can  any  money  be  issued  from  tde  Exchequer,  to  carry  on  theaavrf 
aervice,  without  a  letter  from  one  or  other  of  Ihe  'beards  ? 
»  A«  it  cannot.  , 

Q.  Does  that  letter,  or  a  copy  of  it>  acoomiiBny  the  memorial  to  the 
Treasury,  for  the  istoe-of  thatsiioney  f 

A.  It  does. 
>  O.  1%  that  the  ease  with  respect  to  oioiiey  that  issaes  fo  the  Exchequer 

fttSB? 

A.  1  have  cndeavoared  to  explain  th^tJt  h  iwt,  itbriginates  entirdf 
koiu  the  pa^'master  in  tact,  who  is  the  judge  when  the  fund  is  nearly 
exhausted  < 

Q.  IV as  the  citerse  of  office  you  have  described,  the  same  befbce  tiie 
act  of  pQrliaJ1l^ut^  as  it  has  been  since  the  passing  of  the  act  of  the  2'A 
oC  the.  King  f 

A.  Thesaiae  I  believe. 

H.  \s  then  the  iismng  Esxcheqoer  fees  a  subject  to  ^^hich  the  regular 
tioa  of  the  act  of  paritameut,  by  the  course  of  office,  applies  ? 
.  A.  I  prebeme  it  is,  as  I  bdieve  the^&ct  of  parkameat  directs  all  sums 
iioBtthule^sidieciier,  tobeibsued  from  the  Bank,  and  the  mone)*  to  pa)^ 
K.vr  heq titrr  tees  is  accordingly  issued  ta the^ Bank .  • 

Q.  Whr-tber  all  the  detail  and  maaagenient  of  the  Payinaater'sofficfc 
ha<;  a  i  \Kd  y  s  liven  left  to  the  Paymaster  } 

A.  1  bcAieve  It  gnaraUy  is ;  especially  during  the  time  I  acted  as  Pay* 
master  of  the  Navy,  it  certainly  va«,  and  altogether  so  in  Lord  M^- 
vffHe's  time ;  sometubiciittent  TrewoMn  hlkve  thought  it  aeaessary  tu-at- 
timd  to  lUe  bu^incis  af  tke  office  more  nuautel^I 
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tjt.  Uul  Airing  the  wHolc  period  oT  tJirife  ♦oti  haVfe  l^«ih  it^Wibfei 
ith  the  office,  has  the  traii$acfi6h  of  it  In  «feUil  always  be^h  left  witlk 
le  ft  y  in  aster? 

A.  t  believe  always.  ^  /      j  u 

Q.  WSis  that  the  case  iuVlpg  the  WHole  period  of  tprd  McWillcl  Tfea- 
irership  ? 

A.  As  far  as  I  know,  it. was.  .  .  , 

Q.  Was  the  whole  mina^emeht  and  drawing  for  toe  public  money 
ifirely  left  to  you,  di^rlng  the  period  wheil  you  were  Paymaster  ? 
A.  I  believe  it  was. .  ^  ^ 

Q.  You  stated  ilyit  pcrinissloa  was  ^rant«d  by  Lord  Melville,  to  draw 
pbty  from  the  Baiik  of  Englahd  (o  Coutts's  ^alifc ;  whether  the  only, 
asoh  represented  byyoii  to  IJOrd  Melville  &r  that  measure,  was  not  to 
dlitale  the  official  con veniehcc  >  • 

A.  Bnllrely  so,  I  alwavs  stated  soj  the  convenience  thial  Wuld  arise 
id  the  gr^at  security  01  the  moiiey.  ,  ,     ■, 

Q.  State,  if  you  can  recbllect,  how  you  represented  thkt  k  should  fa*; 
litate  the  convenience  of  the  6i6te  that  that  transfer  should  talce  plaice?] 
A.  I  represented  the^JQConvf nte^^e  tba^  would  attend  the  payments 
bm  (he  distance  o^  the  Bank,  and  proposed  to  his  LordsKijp  that  a  baD;^ 
er  nearer  sh6utd  be  allowed  to  keep  th^  money  in  his  hands. iill  I  fbtmd 
necessary  to  issue  it  to  tubi-accovint^Qts^  ^ 

Q.  Did  you  st4^e  atso  ip  Lord  Melvillei  in  what  manner  the  money, 
ould  be  more  secur^  ?         .  ; 

A,  I  rc^i^esented  to  him  l^'e  danger  of  sending  In  drafts  to  the  6ahk 
mj  day  by  mes'seiigers,  who  were  obliged  to  bring  out  the  pr6duce  ot 
k«B  in  Cash,  to  supply  th«  daily  payments* 

{[.  "AVhether,  when  this  application  was  made  by  you,  the  office  had, 
tit  been  removed  from  &'oaa-stree^>  where  it  had  been  before  Situated, 
S Somerset  House?  , 

A.  I  b^Heve  it  had.  ^  j 

4.  Though  the  Paymaster  makes  lio  paymeat  ^ith  hb  own  han^  dqes' 
ot  the  Pay  mister  furnish  t&C  supplies  to  tihe  sub-'accomita&ts  for  all  tht 
ioc|cy  that  is  daily  had  ?  ,/ 

A.  ftedo^s.  '     ^ 

Q.  Was  there  tlic  least  mention  to  lord  Melville^  at  the  time  agplica* 
bo  was  made  for  his  permission  to  make  the  change  you  have  itaitjed^  of 
iy^rivateemolum^tit  to  be  derived  to  any  body  from  it? 
A.  None  whatever;  il  was  never  in  Lord  Melville's  coatemphtion/ 
nd  f  i\b  hot  rem^mbeir  iHat'lt  was'  irir  my  own  at  that  time. 
.Q.  Was  the  permission,  which  was  given  to  draw  mon-^y  from  tbe 
hii,  to  be  deposited  till  it'  was  wanted  in  Coutts^s  bank,  entirely  confiked 
J  dt^  money  that  would  bd  Wanted  fot  official  convenience  ?      ^ 
A.  1  do  not  know  that  the  conversation  extended  to  to  great  a  length 
to  ^  into  that  minute  part  of  the  sui)jeci 

Q.  Bat  was  there  then,  or  at  any  subsequent  tim^^  jmjr  pernis^n 
\€ti  By  tWd  lilclville  (o  draw" monies  from  the  Baj^k  for  any  otiatr  pur^ 

A.  Never. 

Q.  You  arc'unders^ood  to  state,  that  you  received  Lord  >fe]viUe*s  s»-' 

ry  t^Tig^w^rofthc  Navy  ?  ^ 

A.  I  jpTso  in  most  instances ;  I  had  thought  universally  lo,  till  a  state- 

ept  wm^  made  from  the  Pay^Office,  in  whidi  I  found  some  few  paymebts 


bficl  been  niade  ip  JSU^W\\%on,  upon  my  account,  and  \p  others  upon  ibJ 
a^cOun^,  and  one  payment  to  his  Lordship. 
'  Q.  B«^sulcs  the  salary  of  the  Treasurer  which  you  received,  dfdjp0i 
also  receive  on  Lord  Melville*^  account,  during  the  whole  period  of  actloi 
as  his  agent,  vadous  remittances  from  Scotland,  and  other  places,  OUAJi 
Ijor^^shfp^s  account  to  a  considerable  amount  .^ 

A.  1  did  to  a  lar^  amoiuit. 

Q.  You  speak  of  your  attending  Lord  Melville,  with  a  statement  of  h\f 
aecot'nts.  which  was  signed  by  his  Lordship,  as  you  are  understood  to 
state,  and  duplicates  of  tlie  accounts  left  with  him  ^ 

A.  Sj  I  stated  the  fact. 

Q.  Whether  when  you  attended  his  Lordship  on  the  subject  of  ji^« 
vate  business,  and  business  of  the  nature  you  have  stated,  you  obseryel 
whether  his  Lordship  gave  any  particular  attention  to  the  business  > 

A.  I  ^as  very  much  concerned,  that  I  never  couUl  draw  Lord  Mcf- 
yi\\e*%  attention  particularly  to  the  subject  of  his, private  accounts. 

Q.  Were  not,  in  most  instances,  the  accounts  that  were  product, 
^ught  by  yod,  signed  immediately  upon  the  confidence  Lord  Melyille 
reposed  in  yob  without  examination  ? 

A.  I  always  debited  the  accounts  to  his  Lordship,  for  his  examinaMoo; 
aild  h^  ntay  have  Ibo^ed  af  them ;  but  I  am  conscious  tfiat  he  never  at- 
tended to  them  pittlcutarly. 

Q.  Whenever  you  had  occasion  to  s^ttei(td  his  lordship,  upoi^  any  bi|si- 
ntssof  a  public  nature,  or  any  business  that  related  to  the  deta'^  ai^d  ma- 
o:(^ement  of  the  ofi^cc  in  which  his  own  private  business  was  not  concern- 
cd,  did  you  find  L6rd  Melville  equally  inattentive,  or  directly  tlie  re- 
verse? 

Q.  I  must  ^tate,  directly  the  reverse;  Lord  Melville  nev^  interrupted 
ine  in'any  representations  that  I  made  \o  him  respecting  the,  public  bosi* 
ness'of  the  ofSc^,  diiless  it  wid  merely  telling  me  he  had  not  time,  to  attend 
to  me  at  that  time,  and  appointing  an0thor  time,  wh^  1  laid  the  sii^ect 
before  ])im. 

'  Q.  fs  it  to  be  understcwJd,  that  when  you  waited  upon  Lord  MelvjUe 
li^n  the  pubHc  a(*trounts  in  which  he  was  not  personally  iutere^ed,  you 
were  sure  to  have  his  attention,  but  could  not  get  his  attention  in  the 
same  manner  to  his  own  private  accounts } 

A.  Th4t  is  what )  mean  to  state. 

-Q.  llfhct^er  Lord  Melville  did  at  any  time  require  or  receive  from 
you  any  receipt  or  voucher  or  document  of  any  kind  upon  these  accounts? 
•A.  I  jdonot  recollect  that  I  ever  gave  him  a  receipt  for,  any  mopt^y 
in  my  life. 

*  i^.  Whenever  you  have  paid  money  for  him,  did  his  Lordship,,  ever 
desire  to  see  any  voucher  fur  that  payment,  or  take  it  entirely  iipon  the 
representation  you  gave  of  it  ? 

*  JL^'liever  feHed  to  present  the  documents  and  vouchers  to  his^ord- 
ship,  but  I  do  not  recollect  any  instance  in  which  he  required  it. 

Q.  Have  yon  any  distinct  recollection  that  can  enable,  you  to  state 
vvlMt  -was^  the  fiyrm  or  the  contracts  of  the  bond  of  this  4>,000l.  or  whe* 
«ther  it  was  not  a  bond  in  the  usual  form } 

A.  1  have  no  recollection  of  it  whatever,  only  J  believe  it  did  not  beat 
iolMe^. 

Q.  Have  you  any  recollection  whether  its  not  bearing  interest  w^s,  oc 
II'ES  not  specified  in  the  bond  }  . 

A.  iM^  -n^  dist^^ct  recollection ;  but  I  do  not  believe  that  it  was* 
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H.  The  first  purchase  you  speak  of  was  2,000L  E^st  India  Siocl^ ;  whc*., 
er,  after  the  documents  you  have  seen  0|i  the  £<abject^  you  have  no\^  ajiy  * 
!mory  orrecollectien  np<m  the  subjict  ? 

A.  I  recollect,  generally,  that  Lord  Melville  wa&ted  to  be  possessed  of  ^ 
arther  qualification  of  East  India  Stock ;  and  be  begged  me  to  procure 
kt  him  i  but  whether  he  tol4  me  that  he  would  ioyia^dutely  repay  me 
i  money  or  not,  I  do  not  recollect.  .    ^ 

Q.  Whether  upon  that  occasion,  or  upon  any  other.  Lord  J^elville  Vv;er ' 
vcted  you  to  lay  out  any  part  of  the  public  money  in  your  hands  foi^ 
use  and  benefit  ? 

K,  He  never  did  under  the  specific  name  of  public  money,  or  any  mo* 
jr  bearing  that  detcriptiou. . 

3.  bi  every  instance  in  which  this  stock  was  purc^a^d  by  yoo^  waa^ 
Qnderstood  by  Lord  Melville  to  be  purchased  eitlicr  gut  of  Ijord  Mel* 
Ic^s  own  funds,  or  from  private  funds  for  him  by  you  ? 
1.  I  cannot  precisely  say  that;  1  do  not  know  any  thing  to  the  contra* 
;  but  I  do  not  know  what  Lord  Mtivitle's  conceptions  may  have  been.;- 
never  expressed  himself  to  the  tontrary  to  me.  '  ^ 

2   Is  there  any  instance  in  whicb«  prior  to^the  purchase  of  any  stoyrk, 
fas  mentioned  toljord  Melville  by  you,  that  it  was  intencjecl  to  b<tuqr% 
ised  out  of  the  public  money,  except  In  tl^  iuj&tancc  of  th^  purchase  of 
J  East  India  Stock  > 

L  Never,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection, 

i.  Are  you  to  be  understood  to  state,  that  in  the  on |y  instance  where 
vat  proposed,  it  was  indignantly  rejected  > 
\.  I  mean  so  to  be  understood « 

^  You  are  understood  to  state,  that  you  did  not  originally  gjve  di^ec-r 
3S,  nor  are  cognizant  by  whom  the  directions  wereTgiven  fgr  the.  j^iir* 
ise  of  the  subscription  ofthe  lO^OOOl^  Loyalty  jLoan,.  »  >       .       1 

I.  I  am  unjKquainted  who  gave  directions  respecting  that  Lo^yatt^, 
least,  I  have  no  recolloction  of  that^  and  1  do  not  fin'4  that  it  passed 
oiigh  me.  Or  by  my  orders. 

).  Can  you  recollect  whether  the  first  instalment  that  was  paid  f^r  that 
yalty,  was  not  paid  ^ut  ef  the  |)rivat«  fuud^i,  bel^gjipg^to  Ipi4  ^^1* 

L  It  may  h^ve  been  so,  hM  I  do  not  recollect  |h^ circumstance,  f    r .' 

I.  You  stated,  that  you  had  paid  severaUn^alipents,  from  time. to  time^ 

mtbat^Lpyalt^  Stock  f  , 

L  I  have.  .       '     - 

1,  Was  it  at  any  time  communi^ted  tq  Lord  Mclvilk,  whilst  thesd*^ 

ri»eAtai¥efe  ptakipg  out  of  what  funds  those^dyances.  wpre  made  ?< 

i.  Never ;  I  believe  thev  were  made  ip  consequence  pf  dei^iands  which 

'e  tpadt  upon  Lord  Melville,  and  which  Isa^^i/icd  witi^uutany  iastruc* 

18  from  Ills  Lordship. 

t.  Can  you  recoUect^bout^what  period  it  ^as>  that  the  1^;  of  those 

rments  in  respect  to  this  10,0001.  Loyalty  was  made  ? 

L  (jJo^y^^i  Nt  my  accounts  with  Mr.  .Coullsi^mst  shew  it,  -^ 

I.  Do  you  remeniber  the  year  ?  •  ^ 

L  I  have  no  recollection  of  it. 

I.  Doyoo  lecollect  whether  it  was  about  September  1707  >  -     , 

i,  I  have  no  recollection  of  it.  •  , 

2«  .Po  you  cccollect,  that  soon.  af}ter  t,he  last  instalments  were  p^ii 

ftk  that  a<ltouxH^  securities  were  given  by  Lord'Mclvillej  and- a  power 


ptftmeAf  OT'll^hat  \^a^  due  ?  *  ,^ 

A.  I  perfectly  recollect  the  ci^umstance. 

Q.  Ipid  tlios|(^  secvirijties  coyer  aji^  fVnipfe  fut^d  fer  tlie  rcj^a^jxieiit  of  jSi 
those  sums  whicfi^  hc^d  te^n  aclvauce4,utopn  t^lat  amount? 
*A.th^cli)i.         '      -       '  '^ 

^.  Yoiisfeated,  thutyou  directed  6t(>ck  to  the  an^ovint:  of  TOC^d.  thref 
per  cents  tp  bjp  Durqha^^  forLord  Melville  \  Was  thfit  purchase  ((iiadel; 

a^j  ^ire<^(6ni  mini  Lord  Nifelvi^^^^^^ 
A.  It  wias  made  Vrithout  ai^y  directions  from  tls  Lordship. 
Q.  if  ow  cam^  ijht  p^rch^se  to  be  tnade  vri^hout  ai^y  directlo^  fr^m 

A-  I  njade  1%  ii^  the  general  m^nagi^ment  of  Lord  Nfelville^s  s^jfs} 
I^^Me  a  fum  pf  money  had  come  xnt^  ipy  h^nd  at  thaV  time^r  hi> 
Lordship,  an^  I  thought  it  was  proper  to  invest  it  in  some  n^ai^ner  to  pn>^, 
^uc^anint^re^t  to  bis  Lordship.  ' 

''C^.  Is  it  tQ  be  Unclerstood  that  fi^ijds'had  come  into  ypur  hap4sj^  ^f^^sk 
befert  that  time  had  beei|[  au7}'ing  a  prbducfiye  intp^est  to  |jord  MeK 

A.  I  bejiete  they  had,  either  previously,  or,  ^  fe,w  ^ays  afterwards,; 
one  of  thit  payments  was^,  I  thinJc.'upon  a  bill' vrhlch  ought  not  iq  liaTS  . 
been  due  upOn  the  very  day  1  made  the  purchase;  but  I  pcUfve  thtj^o^ 
had  come  into  my  hands  prerious  to  piy  making  the  pur^nase. 

Q,  Wm  a^j  praise  commtmjcation  ev^  ipa^e  to  ^Jord  Melville^  re^ 
spring  the"  mode  in  which  that  purc^ajseha^  b^eci  irlad^,  9^  i*Sj  W^- 
Oitai^  respecting  it  ?  •  '        -  ? 

A.  I  prpbahly  mentione<}  i,t  when  I  presented  piy  accounts  to  htqiit  qot 
I  db  im  recqllect  any  particul^  cbnye^ation  {Ha^  (  had  wUb  h|k  lorcbhiA 
dn^^kc  subject.' 

^.  Ymi  have  stated,  that  Lord  Melville  Indl^^idntly  rejected  thp  oflr' 
pLt^m[n^  i)ie  publii^  money  to  tHe,  purchase  qf  iDdia  ^tb^i  ^d|Qf^ 
thcn'l^tJ^ed  tonirnlsh  hlni  ^Hh  the  mtihcj^,  by  procur\iii  it  ^  a '^ 


,ldi4.  "    '  "■■■  '^  "'  -  -  •';  '""  '   ■'  '\ 

.  W^  that  relationVtiame  mentioned  to  Lord  Melvtne.>^    '  * 
A.  I  mentioned  my  iTsl^tion's  n^me :  it  wa^  Mr.  Moptaev^e  Lin<^^ 
Q,  1^  i^y  se<iurt^itr*r  de^ltiifed  or  I^tdliJefvia^  l|  r^pccttpflie 
liwfithatliadbc^  toaftc  for  that  ^urchaieoftt^,?  ^    '  ' 

A.  Noncj 

aamedrwhbm 

<^.  w^ii  the  stock,  ^fter  iU  pu^base,  ^nsferi^f^d  as  a  secor^t]^  Ui  c<^vei 
the  bione^r  that  was  aifyancei  in  tii^  purchase  of  jt  ^      / 
* "  A.  It  wM  liot  in  f^ct  (  it  was  invested  in  Mr.  rincf^  dapi^  jfbr  n^y  a^ 

^^.  Did  it  ev^r  stand  in  the  lu^prie  of  l^j^df  Mcly%?^ 

A.  It  Beyer  did. '  '' 

Q»  At  first  y^ti  stated  ^nfthc  amc^int  6f  i}f^  inUrmpiti^^^ 
terrowed  for  the  purchase  ex€eede4  the  dividebd^      '^  *'^ '    " ' 

JL  I  belieye.it  to  h^yedoQie  so. 

a.  When  that  >jras  Th^e  case/wai  IjorcJ-itfeW^^ 

fiylQCAus,  whatever  tney  were? 

^  '  Q-Then 


'  Q.  Then,  at  that  tinw  v«  Ive  «Qt  ag  afum4  loier  by  tbt  jp^taik^m  ^i 

4.  I  Ml^ve  bi^  Lof49l^l0.|9  VnEc  b«eQ  $q  ij^nnuwh  ««  M)^  Ua^wni^  cir 
pee(|eq  th^  cJividfpos.  *^  ^ 

Q.  When  tbi«  piycba^e  of  East  Iivdia  stock  via»  made,  wa^  tlicct  ii«l 

A,  His  Lordship  certainly  aUuded  to  a  distant  pTfWpwt  faw»  the  pi^ 
gressive  state  of  the  aftatrs  of  India  towards  prosperity. 

ikh  monvy,  w^s  any  othev  pfrspn  iM^p  Mr.  (^iH<}i  mitil  afi^  »K»tpMWio 
tion  of  that  fact  in  the  Tenth  Report,  or  from  the  late  enquiries? 

A,  I  p«Lver  th^ii^lit  it  iiepQ»«»y  Hi  i»f^^)H^S^9ii4MHii!<9f  il^  wi  k»vc 
IIP  reason  Ici  hcUvve  ^Iwt  h^jf¥«r  kfvsvw  it.  ..  ^» 

Q.  Have  you  the  least  reason  to  believe  that  Lord  Melville  koew^r 
j^pposed  a^y  p^  9f  ^val;  a^v^^^  ^  M'PMtblk  liMH^af i  - 

A.  1  h^kve  AQ  reason  i^hat^vec*  !         ' 

Q.  You  spoke  to  two  suim,  one  r«Ap«ctiiig;  Sir  WiUiaffi  ForUoii  m4  G% 
the  <3^^T  |4ap^$el|d  ai\d  ^o.,  Ib^  pof  q£  ^OQOL  Ahf  ot^s  ^f  9y39(H.  iMtve 
you  any  recollection  of  the  funds  ifix>m  wlifo^  th«y  ^msg^of  9mf  tkia^ 
respecting  thein  ? 

tion  of  Mr.  Coutts's  bpokg,  ^Qm,  wwb  I  sjoet^aMb^y  vp^w;  ^immm' 
bis  account,  and  from  my  own.  Ijet^kecf, 

Q.  Have  you  any  reason  to  doubt  but  that  the  payments^  9ipft 
^%  subject  w^^  rop^id  PMl  of.  IM  F^v^a  fundsr  Qf  1^  IWHiJte?    / . 

A.  1  ^ve  1^0  rpa^on  to  dgubl  it,;  ^  thpr^  vr^rf  fr«4D<9l^  l^mimlfiBni* 
sequent  to  that,  and  they  went  in  reduction  of  the  gen^i^  4flCl%uqii  ia 
lll^h.  th^.  sv^  weye  ii^l^  -  .         / 

Q.  You  were  asked  wh|{t«her  I^r4  Mfi|vi)l^(  at^  ^P}!  tifn«  ioipcilfi^  aiQr 
restrictionvupoa  >;om^with  respect  ti^ttoqu^iim»9lyQ\}fv  .dflhf|^iupoir.tlie 
Q^k,  or  sp^ci^ed  what  were  to  be  die  iimU&o^th^ii^  unc^eithior  hoaiL 
It  ii  wjisA^  tp  s^  yfhiiXhcx  \fivdMfi\piWfi  ^iwf  mi  Mk}^ilm^tfk^fm^tpmi 

A|.  K?X^;i  thf;s|U|lycQt^w^n<|veivi5wrH>M!»   .     > 

Q.  V Ou  were  interrogated  respecting  a  roillioo  of  money  thsils  wm0M» 

YiHe?-  ,  .  .       :    . 

A.  I  ^  D^rsqafled  j^  n^vec;  cjpHMi»HlUig^4  ttj»; ojitgiiiiHtofH kbltfj 
Melville;  whether  ne  may  have  learnt  it  from  vtiWKiuwtcipn  orHQfevid^ 
99t  kmr .    I i^^yeri^^^anix ^«<f^;of  i^s .but^ KMitMPftfb i*  fr«|MlbtipL 
Q.  What  was  that  drawing  of  money  to  tbpit-  tei§».»h»q>Hit  >> 
A.  It  was  the  amount  Qi^^pf^  VUkfitkm  K9^  bilU,  ttel  MMMidlroated 
fc>l»e  p^i4  Qi^tailiUi^  tifp«u  foif  wU^  a;w%af  Ai#>iiir4i»«f  tilhroti  milllDiii 
w^  i^^uect  to  w^  u]^^Q^%^p9t;j^f^\3^»ll^^^^^lQ^^ 
)iQi^'fr(u^  the  Bai^l^^di^  it  i^tQ^tih^>h»adt'.of^CpN^.M4CQb>l^^ 

accomroo44$^  t^  bijlV.<;ii9Ul«r%  M.  tt|«.  viywW€|ldtp(4bfi  Kurtt.  WtaUkr 
bltls  were  presented  a  few  days  afterwards  (wbinitl  V^tfmfiiml^^^iwm 
[^amimf'S^^^ bu;|ifLWf#f tj^ If4Tik,Q|||C%. ii|) wUob  itNBsnMailite 
Ib^  li^r^uMfj,  tW  bfM  t^y  9^#<  a*  th^biHrI«iWw*pw«Kiidi. 
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"   Q.  How  long  vas  It  before  it  was  all  paid  away  ^ 

A.  I  thipk  it  was  five  or  9ix  days  before  the  interest  ^^s  calculated  il 
thb  6(Rce,  and  all  arrangements  made  before  the  bills  began  to  be  p^^ 
sented  ;  but  after  they  began  to  be  preseqt^dy  I  fapcy  it  was  paid  as  close 
tip  to  the  balance  as  other  payments  oif  the  navy  in  the  course  of  a  ?ery 
few  days  afterwards.    There  is  always  a  sum  which  remains  unclaimed, 

Q.  Have  you  been  much  C9nver9ant  withBgures^  and  made  them  muc& 
tbe  subjeet  of  attebtion  ? 

A.  I  have, 
^   Q.  Was  not  the  whole  bumness  of  the  accounts,  both  of  the  office  and 
-mil  the. private  accounts  of  Lord  Melville,  left  entirely  to  your  managi« 
tnent? 

•  A.  The  whole  of  the  public  accounts  were  left  entirely  in  my  manage- 
ment*  and  some  of  b\B  private  accounts  as  were  put  under  my  manage- 
ment* 

Q.  You  have  been  asked  as  to  your  own  use  of  the  public  money  re- 
moved from  the  bank  of  Messrs.  Coutts ;  you  are  understood  to  say  that 
joo  made  use  of  it  in  point  of  fact  for  your  own  benefit  ? 
'   A.  I  certainly  made  use  of  that  part  which  I  found  was  not  likely  to 
J^e  claimed  for  my  own  benefit. 

Q.  In  what  mode  was  that  made  use  of? 

-  A.  Generally  by  lending 'it  at  interest;  at  times  by  investing  it  !Qt9 
^Excbecfuer  or  Navy  bills*  or  other  government  securities. 

Q.  Was  that  to  a  very  considerable  amount } 
'■  A.  ft  was. 

Q.  Were  the  whole  profit  and  emolument  derived  from  that  mode  of 
iaying  out  the  money  which  you  have  described  entirely  your  own  ? 
'    A.  Entirely. 

Q.   Was  any  intimation  or  knowledge  ever  communicated  to  (jord 
Melville  of  the  public  money  having  been  so  used  ? 
:    A.  I  never  made  any  such  communication  to  Lord  Melville. 

•  Q.  Whether,  during  the  period  that  you  have  spoken  of  having  acted 
ifis  Paymaster  to  Lord  Melville,  and  while  those  transactions  were  going 
on,  the  public  service  of  the  navy  at  any  time  suffered  the  small^t  loss, 
disadvantage,  or  interruption,  in  consequence  of  the  trai^saction  yqu  have 
Ypokenof? 

-  A.  1  do  not  know  any  instance  wherein  the  public  have  suffered  any 
loss,  obstruction,  or  delay  in  the  payments  from  the  use  that  has  beeii 
Snade  of  piAblic  money,  or  the  maiiner  i^  which  I  kept  my  balances  else* 
•avhere  than  in  the  Bank.  * 

XJ.  Was  the  public  money  at  all  times  safe,  and  wprc  proper  securities 
taken  for  it  at  all  those  times  ? 
f    A.  r  belicvi!  it  at  all  times'  to  have  been  so. 

V .  Qi  Did  any  one  tircumstance  happen  during  the  period  of  JLord  Me!- 
•vilte^  cgceotling  this  office,  that  could  have  called  his  attentiqu  from  any 
intermptioii  the  public  service  might  have  received  during  any  part  of  the 
f  eriod,  owiufjf  to  the  use  that  was  making  of  the  public  money } 
^  A.  |jie^  heard  of  any.  .     .  ^  , 

•  Q.  Whether  dutiligf  the  period  of  Lord  Melville's  executing  bis  office, 
tons  to  the  amount  of  one  hundred  and  twenty  millions  md  not  pass 
Ihsongb  his  Lordship's  bands,  or  through  his  office>^    .../.• 

^  More  or  less  I  believe  9%» 


w 


Q.  During 


Ct  During  alt  (b^t  jtime  was  ther^  a^tas  sustained  bjr  Uie  public,  or  9gif 
impedinieot  suffered  by  them  of  one  sii^le  farthing? 

A.  Not  in  consequence  of  the  transactions  whj^h  have  been  particularly 
landed  to^  to  the  best  of  my  cecollecttoif* 

Q.  You  spoke  of  'some  regulations  approved  and  adopted  by  Lord,: 
Melville;  wt^re  those  regulations  calculated  to  lucrease  the  balance  in  (he 
hnds  of  the  Paymaster  or  Treasurer,  or  directly  the  reverse? 

A.  I  do  not  think  t{iat  they  had  any  influence  either  one  way  or  the* 
sther ;  it  was  merely  a  different  mode  of  making  up  the  accounts. 

Q.  Is  it  meant  those  regulations  that  were  made,  by  which  seamen  were 
enabled  to  mtike  allotments  for  the  maintenance  of  their  families  in  their 
absence,  or  to  facilitate  the  receipt  o£  money  due  to  them  ?  whether  re* 
gulations  to  that  effect  were  not  made,  and  whether  they  did  not  teQ<l' 
to  reduce  and  not  incn^ate  the. balances  ? 

A.  Certainly.  I  thought  the  learned  counsel  alluded  to  die  regula* 
tions  proposed  to  his  lordship  in  1782.  » 

Q.  At  what  period  in  ISQ2,  did.  Mr.  Bath^urst  alter  the  mode  of  makL^^g 
the  payments  in  future  ?  « 

A.  I  am  unable  to  state  that. 

Q.  Was  not  ah  alteration  made  entirely  to  obviate  any  inconvenience.; 
ff  ^  future  investigation,  before  any  enquiry  had  taken  place  before  the 
Commissioners  of  Naval  Enquiry,  whether  the  evil  was  not  remedied., 
before  that  enquiry  ?  ^ 

A.:  I  believe  it  was.  ,, 

Q,  Has  not  that  course  been  continued  ever  since? 
*  ...»  .     ■  .      * 

A.  It  has  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge.  ,   «  ,  ^ 

.  Q.  What  is  that  remedy  which  has  be^en  adopted  ?  '  .  . 

A.  That  the  money  shall  remain  in  the  Bank  until  wanted  for  payment ? 
u  nearly  as  ppssrble.      •      '  ' 

Q.  Is  the  money  rema'ming  in  the  Bank  to  be  written  ofT  from  one  ao<^' 
count  to.other  accounts  ? 

A.  Instead  of  drawing  the  money  from  Messrs.  Coutts'  house,  and  iaso- ' 
'uigi'ii  to  the  sub-accountants  from  that  account,  the  money  is,  made  over 
to  one  of  the  sub-accountant's  accounts  at  the  E(ank,  and  he  draws  himself. 
^^^'that^ccQjnt;    The  whole  diflerence  is,  that  the  money  remains  in 
tlie  sub-accountant's  account  at  the  Bank,  instead  of  the  sub-ac^^ntaatV 
at  Messrs.  Coutts.  '  , 

Q..Ppe$  it  then.  In  consequence  of  this  alteration,  become  a  private  ' 
ac4y>unt,  kept  with  \he  Bank,  by  each  sub*accountant,  when  a  certain 
ac90unt  is  written  oiT  tprthe  credit  of  such  sub-accountants  > 

A.  I-lM^ieve  that  Uie  accountant  has  a  perfect  controul  over  the  ac^.; 
jMwnt.    I  do  not  know  what  cpnstitutes  it  a  public  account,  further  than  " 
kieiiig  kept  in  the  Bank^ 

Q.  Then  after  the  credit  is  written  over  from,  the  Treasurer's  accounts 
to  each  sub-accouJitanfs  account,  each  accountant  has  the  power  of  draw*: 
ipg  out  the  money  as  he  shall  think  fit  ? 

A..  He  has  as  mucEthe  controu)  over  it  asiie  bad  when  the  money  waal' 
put  into  his  name  in  his  accouiit  at  Mr.  Coutts's,  as  far  as  I  understood.    { 

Q«  If  no  permission  had  htcit  given  at  all  of  drawing  ftom  the  Bank  to. 
^outis's^ank,  as  aplace  of  temjiprary  deposit,  whether  all  the  same  use 
might  not  have  been  made  of  Ithe  public  money,  by  drafts,  in  the  sprats 
wayat  the  Bank ? 

A.  Certainly ;  but  it^inightAave  -been  considered  a  greater  dereliction 

Q.  Whether 


jQf.  Wht^het  t^  -MtiM  tms  fm|hf  h6t  tiar^  1»H!ft  i^At  6f  t)i«  (yvMii 
money,  being  laid  out  lor  pritat«  Kneftt»  wtthotit  its te^efatng,  in  IbeiftleN 
mediate  ffansitof  it,  Itry  fMly&te  baftk  f 

A.  That  is  cJwtlv  the  question  I  Jitm^el^d 'b^fofe>  that  !  tliiiA  H 
Might  be  rtiade  iftc  of  in  exaetly  tlie  tame  manilef,  but  that  if  I  hid  dube 
•A,*  1  think  H  might  be  cofreldertd  v9  a  sttH  ^eater  dereliction  6f  dtity. 

Q.  Whether  the  t^dM  paymertte  that  ate  daily  fnade  m  ihb  ^1 
diPfarblianf,  the  Navy  depattm^nt,  can  he  made  imy  otherwise  than  by 
cash  in  the  hartds  <>f  the  9uh-ac^mitaiHs  ? 

A.  Fdd  rtht  appreliend  it  try  be  posttble ;  and  I  am  told  the  present  T^6l* 
turier attempted  it,  and  eoiiM  not  cJarry  it  into  Wcetutton; 

Q.  I?  the  amonnt  (>f  those  |raytttertts,  and  ^he  mimbct-  of  thoieihat  ai^ 
dhHy  mide,  sueh  as  certatf)1y  eou4d  ndt,  Htith  afly  poisibie  pifittieal  tolU 
▼enience,  l>e  made  by  drafts  upon  the  Bank? 

A.  Hcertdnfy  could  Mt  be  done,  by  any  means,  iti  hiy  ftpinion. 
I    Q.  How  low,  in  point  of  value,  do  dome  of  those  paytn^hts  go  t 

A.  Certahtfy  a»low  as  o«e  sWHhig  some  €4  th!*m. 

Q.  Are  they  very  numerous  under  101,  or  21.  or  eveti  fl;  irt  Vaftie  f       ' 

A.  I  believe  ttere  are  many  thousands  nride  n)onthiy>  idtt^f  thshi  f Ol 
mhI  eMeft  lower  than  ^. 

Q.  Sfale*,  atf  neaify  as  you  cstn,  » ia  what  was'  the  avei<a^  Aiilotot  of 
ttofiey  doet0^ the  payees  d^ assigned  bMIs  ? .     . 

A.  i  never  h^d  occasion  to  make  a  calculation  of  th^  average,  ei^C^pthi|f 
once,  and  then  I  was  assisted  by  the  then  Treasurer  of  the  Navj^  Mf.  Can* 
liing,  and  we  found  it  avefa|$ed  f&r  acofisid<irahIe  nun^ber  of  years/  ai«^ 
143,0001. 

Q.  What  do  you  iti^aiv  by  a  balance  of  that  nahife  bein^g  dhe  totlie 
iMiytitt  of  giiigtted  hHh} 

A.  It  is  the  amoimt  of  bitls>  which  the  several  Boards  haiHJ  dtvi^i^  hj^ 
UltTfeasurer  of  the  H^try,  and  which  have  bcetl  ptH  hit^^hC  hattd^  olSfh 
persons  who  are  entitled  to  receive  them>  but  whb  hare^  d^ma^dbtf  tM 
fmymma^oftlmmi  ;'tiVe  T#ea9cn%i<  hi  tha€  sihiitloA  stands  e^attfy  hi  Che 
nhMtiOR  o^  »  Btmher,  in^  v^htch  •  balance  accrues  in  c(MteqiiCtic6'of  tili^ 
ctakMKfl  d^nondftupon*  hito. 

Q^  When  bfttsared^-aw#updiktheTrettSl3nN!lr,  is^the  Mt^^btMUW 
6RMn»  oMnminicated  to  Ihe  Treasurer  ^  . 

A.  A  list  is  sent  from  the  Board  of  the  bills  which  they  as^gh  tfpdH  tM 
Ttnamef  ftjr  fhaV  day,  by  whleh^tRe  THfsaMet  nhd^rstandr  he  ia*  i^  ht 
ti««parad  lo«ifia)ie  payment^bilH  to^tft^  amoiimt ;  btlt  bills  t^tTmt  anioiraf 
irldom  or  never  c^iMe  lit  aU  tdget*^,  t*he  w4M>)e  a^Mount^feiitot  jfcnMBf 
pmntiHd  /bv  s0me  \^m0,  by  which  mean^  a#afggrcfgate  balance  iaf  fibmied 
QmikCnsAniHi  vfhUsH-Vm  unislaiiiied^  '\ttike  TteHittrefs  hands^. 

Q.  From  the  moment  that  list  is  communicated  tty  the  Til^t^ibl^r  ^  M 
tie  oosiaeof  fhe  office  lb^ct«dir  hi&  aiccoiint>  of  the  amoimt  of  bilisttat 
aMTfftidhiww?   . 

A.  It  is  the  course  of  the  Navy  Office;  attfd  cf  thcf  dflrerctil:  dSe^yifhM 
Bmwfc^ctww  npomhe'Tfeasuref  of  fHe'Haty,  M  gif«  theTre&^ttr«tVr^e 
Ibr  Hie  ftrtl^atMoyiilol^tllesrassigMn^fi^/ 

Q.  Mife^ihxm  bills  paytfbfe'at'srght'fb^  ht^mit  thej^  att^  pr^^^tett  >' 

Jt  They  jw^,  e:scepting  rteitinety-day  Bills,  whicbafr^ nevtf  pn.fciaprf 
Hit  tiK  dbyr  tlw^y  ave  d^e.  \i 

Q.  Are  all  the  other  bills  payable  to  the  payees  at  sight? 
.A.  Xbwaw: 

Qi  rr 
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u>iup€dcat  ta  Uicm  to  c^U  a^  nettive.tbc  moaeyi  tvlieneve9 
it?       ' 

delay  talfici  pfaicei  or  any  balance  remains  unclaimed  liar  any 

le^  U  thai  eiitirely  the  act  of  the  holden  of  the  bilU } 

ends  entirely  iit>on  the  holders  of  the  bills,  or  upon  othfr 

^>eiidant  upon  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy.i 

fiind  ths^tift  tkuf  assigned  coiisidered  at  reserved  fo^  their  use 

in$ev?a(  }■        .      ■        ' 

rstand  that  admits  of  different  opinions ;  it  is  certainly  mff 

k  is  the  propeily  of  the  liaHkfs  oi  ihi!  bills. 

the  moment  thedist  isiieeeived  of  the  bills  assigned,  you  ae 

>  say,  that  the  Treasurer  must  be  rtadjf  to  satisfy  them  wl^en 

tainly  .may  be  called  upon.  I  beg  tofvplain  that  I  ba^ 
ever  has  beenfany  delay  of  a  payment  of  a  navy  or  victualling 
re  is  another  des^r|p||oa  of  biiJs^  vhich  are  not  called  navy 
I  bills,  which  I  did  not  advert  to  at  that  time.  Ail  navy  or 
iils«  99e  dra^n  a«sif|)abla>OUt  of  a  certain  ^t^m  pf  money  re- 
Exchequer;  as  long  as  that  fund  lasts  the  bills  aredra^vft 
d  ;  but  there  is  aopther  description  of  bills,  not  to  a  great 
:b  ar«  drawn  upon  the  general  fuqd  pf  wages,  without  sptci* 
rticular  sum  \  avd  when  the  Aind  under  the.  head  of  wagen 
,  the  Navy  Board  have  thought  proper  to  desire  the  Treasurer 
ng  payments  of  those  bills,  until  a  supply  under  the  head  ^f 
be  received  from  the  Treasury. 

tie  driay  m  any  resjMBct  p«pc^  from  ^y  act  either  of  the 
bis  paymaster  ? 
any  degree  whatever. 

ve  been  a^ed,  upon  drafts  mfde  in  the  name  of  the  Jiigkt 
enry  Pandas,  Mr.  Dundas,  and  Ilsary  Dundaii,  ha^^  yw 
istances  which  lead  you  to  believe  that  the  name  of  My^ 
ometinMs  ittfett^  whie^  th^npnpy  ipaa  not  fprbim*  nor  ap< 
«?    * 

;  recpUec^  hairmg  disc^ver^d  any  such  ii|st9fl^» ;  they  vftrt 
a^  \i$!t,  or  coll^tAiraiiy  for  his  use. 

T  you  have  not  found  instances  e#  inoney  ^ciag  dtreoted  I0 
!  pameof  Mr*  Plinidas»  whl^lH  in  p«a»t  of  fa^,  n^at  not  to 

bund  instances  wherein  the  money  was  not  directly  paid  U» 
but  I  hav^  &iund  op  ipstaoce  nrherein  |be  money  way  not 
ix^  or  other  coonected  vsith  Mr.  pundas. 
s  an  instance  on  the  24th  of  July,  178P,  to  cash  paid  Heniy 
M.  I5s.  tod. 

s  a  transfer  In  one  of  my  own  accomits  to  tbeotber ;  theaan* 
need  to  Lord  Melville  i«  tsr^  di0ere»t  «Milt^  ajul  charged  to 
tber  accounts  with  Mfvsa*  Coutts,  s»  that  it  oame  doubly 
r.  Dundas.  ' 

I  re(;qlkpt  any  eptry  of  this  nat(|re,  <'  To  the  Bight  Honcc^ 
^undas  Act  of  Pairliaineiit  a^Qu#t,  ot  pay  Henry  Dundai 
1."  \Vbether  instaite^s  d9  not  occur 4rf  entfita  of  that 
:,  were  never  paid  to  Mr.  Dundas,  or  00  his  account  ? 

•2  c  A.Thest 
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'  A.  Tfaete  an  entries  of  tiiat  des6riptkMi«  but  tIle]^t^  very  diffemt 
from  "  pay  Mr.  Dundas/'they  are"  pay  Mr.  Dundas'  New  Account,**  wbid 
means  that  they  were  paid  into  his  new  account  at  the  Bank,  or  paid  iiiU) 
'Jm  first  account,  in  which  case  they  were  pai4  into  his  6rst  account  at  the 
Bank ;  there  his  name  war  made  use  of,  without  his  having  any  cuaof^ 
tion  ^ith  the  money. 

Q.  Whether  there  are  not  entries  to  the  same  effect  where  it  is  not  tlib 
'  Act  of  Farliament  account,  or  the  New  Account,    but  simply  Henrr 
Dundas,  or  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dundas,  without  any  addl* 
-titon? 

A.  I  am  unable  to  explain  that,  nultm  I  knew  the  speciiic  entries,   l 
'9ho<ild  rather  appehend  that  tl^y  weal  to  the  credit  pf  his  account,  at  the 
•ame  house  upon  which  I  drew. 

Q.  You  are  understood  to  have  stated  that  release  to  have  been  executed 
by  you  in  London  ? 

A.  Yes.     - 

Q.  Was  Lord  Melville  at  that  time  in  Scotland  > 

A.  He  was. 

Q.  Were  any  directions  given  by  Lord  Melville  as  to  the  form  of  tiut 
't^^kase,  or  as  to  an^*  particular  clause  which  it  should  contain  > 

A.  None  whatever  to  the  best  of  my  recolk^ciion. 

Q.  An    account   has    been    given  of  youf    having  destroyed  some 
%X)ks  of  account ;  whether  any  one  book  of  that  sort  was  destroyed, 
by  any  direction,  or  under  any  previous  cominuntcation  to  Lord  Mel- 
ville } 
.    A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  Was  that  circumstance  ever  known,  to  your  knowledge  or  belief,  ts 
Lord  Melville,  till  after  the  publication  of  thel'enth  Report  f 

A.  I  do  not  know  that  his  Lordship  ever  was  acquainted  with  it  beibre 
that  time ;  but  I  only  speak  from  memory,  becau^  I  may  have  comma- 
feifcate<l  it  to  his  Lordship- sooner.    I  do  not  recollect  the  particular  tim^ 
when  1  communicated  it  to  his  Lordship. 
'    Q.  -Are  you  quite  sure  that  it  was  ooramunieated  to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  Perfectly  50. 
^  Q.  Was  the  mode  in  which  you  kept  your  account  with  Mr.  Coutt5, 
and  the  mixture  of  private  and  public  money  entirely  your  Own  act,  sriti* 
.  out  any  knowierfge  of  Lord  Melville  ^ 
«  A.  It  was  an  act  entirely  my  own ;  and  Lord  Melville  liever  had  sn^ 
knowledge  whatever  of  the  manner  in  which  I  kept  my  accoiftnts  at  Mr 
Coutts*s. 

Q.  Whether  the  destruction  of  tlie  books  of  account  by  you  was  stipu 
lated  in  the  lease  for  any  purpose  of  concealment,  or  any  benedt  to  Lor 
MeWnie> 

A.  I  had  not  Lord  MelviUe^s  interest  in  contemplatlDn  at  tfaetime  I  d( 
stroyed  the  books  > 
>   Q.  Had  you  any  no«ey, transactions^  with  Mr.  Sprott^ 

A.  I  have  had  considerable- transactions  with  Mr.  Sprott. 

Q.  Were  any  one  of  these  transactions  conununicated  to  Lord  Mel  villi 
or  was  eV«r  the  least  benefit  derived  to  his  Lordship  from  them  I 
'-  A.  I  do  mH  believe  that  Lord  Melville  had  the  smallest  knowledge  < 
^^j  traniiictioiiB  Willi  Mr.  Sprott,  nor  did  he  derive  any  ad^-antage  fibt 
ttem^  '    .  .  ,  .  •  •  ... 

t.     *  ^  Q.  Sla 
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generally »  without  entering  Mo  fletai^  ^ifMber  ^lle  use  ^blch 
if  that^pobUc  money  to  yogr  own*  einoiu  neat;  was  to  a  ?4'rjr 
amount  ? 

ainly  was  to  what  I  call  a  considerable  amount. 
^  use  v^4€  «maxa0n\f  4ntiii  ixxHith  to  month  I  '  '^ 

cere  understood  befori;  to  have  stated,  that  the  whole  beaeOt 
1  all  that  use  of  the  public  money,  that  went  on  from  month 
as  exclusively  your  own  ? 

kcei>ling  the  sums  which  I  have  stated  to  have  been  advanrod 
iville,  upon  which  I  do  nqt  know  that  any  profit  was  nia^Ie, 
far  as  I  have  exjilaibed.    •  ' 

ot  the  difference  between  the  Bank  balanee  aiid  the  official 
ted  by  money  drawn  by  you  from  time  to  time  from  the  fiaiik^ 
Mes  you  have  before  ittated  } 
hole  was  included  in  that  difference. 

time  Lord  Melville  went  out  of  the  office,  in  1800,  were  there 
;es  due  upon  the  Ex-Treasurer's  account  of  1782,  the  first 
p,  and  the  first  part  of  the  second  Treasurersbip,  and  did  they 
>unt  to  more  than  10,0001. } 

they  each  exceeded  50001.  oonseqaently  they  most  havecol« 
ceded  10,0001.  but  only  a  few  hundreds,  it  was  about  11,0001. . 

ny  part  of  that  sum,  during  all  that  period,  been  ever  wanted 

c  service  ? 

nly  not,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

lere,  to  your  knowledge  and  beKu^f,  any  delay  in  passing  the 

he  Ex- IVeasurer,  so  as  to  retain  that  balance  in  hi:i  hands  > 

was  3  great  delay  in  passing  the  accounts,  but  not  all  pro- 

i  the  Treasurer  or  the  Paymaster. 

was  the  cause  of  that  deliiy } 

the  necessity  of  a  coK)peration  between  the  clerksof  the  Navy 

le  Pay  Oflfice.  The  Navy  Ofiice  bad  thought  proper  to  with- 

lerks  from  the  business  of  making  up  the  accounts  of-  the  £x» 

I  order  to  send.them  to  the  out-ports,  and  otherwise  to  disperse 

:urreQt  business  of  the  office ;  and  the  Treasurer  found  himself 

;c(*ssity  of  doing  the  same  thing. 

ord  Melville,  if  these  obstacles  had  not  occurred,  at  all  tiipes 

)  his  accounts  ? 

Eissing  the  accounts  I  understand  to  be  the  making  up  the  ac- 

h  did  not  depend  upon  Li)rd  Melville. 

ler  the  quantum  of  the  balance  issued  to  the  Treasurer  at  any 

led  in  the  least  upon  any  set  eithe|-  of  Lord  Melville  Or  iiis 

nly  not. 

ny  one  act,  at  any  one  period  during  the  whole  time  of  Lord 

-easurership,  done  cither  by  him  or  his  Paymaster  to  augment 

es? 

not  in  the  power  of  either  of  lis  to  augment  the  balances  by 

we  could  have  done  ;  and  consequently  neither  of  us,  to  my 

ever  committed  any  act  sq  as  to  produce  that  effect. 

gtbe  whole  period  was  the  ^tual  quantum  of  qfiicial  balance 

operiy  communicated  to  the  Boards  ? 

* 

•2  c  2  K.  'XVa 


A.  Tb^<iittfc«fiMMlfctl4«eoutitB  every  fbrf tight  t^ 
in  which  the  ba)Aiioe  ef  ibe  Treasurei  iiv^s  tUtsed,  md  thty/weie  ff^olarlf 
made  accjuainted  with  it. 

Mr.  Plomef  «aid  that  |ie  did  ndr  rtdAktk  My  other  qucslk^q 
which  he  wished  to  put ;  but  probably  in  so  extensive  an  examine* 
fion  some  might  atterwi^rds  occur,  which,  he  trusted,  the  Cmir) 
would  have  the  goodness  to  permit  him  to  put. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  The  Managers  have  Vfi^tiy  questions  to  put 
on  the  re- examination/* 

Lord  Chancdlon     *^  What  length  of  time  will  they  requk^  ^^' 

Mr.  Whttbrca^.    "  I  d9  aoi  ^a^vf.  my  l^'' 
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TUESDAY,    UAY  6tH, 

JVIR.  Wbitbread.  **  Mv  LordU»  tl)e  Coran)6ps  propose  to  ^ 
bac)^  Trotter,,  for  tbe  purpose  of  re>examinidg  him  upon  luetter^ 
ponoecc^  wich  the  charges.<^-Uppo  others  to  which  the  crost« 
lei^am  i  nation  e^^ei^ed  they  sbaU  hav^  no  occ9sioi|  tort^tXMAim 

Mr.  Alexander  Trotter  was  again  called  in,  muf  examined  ta. 

Mr.  Wkitirea4.  - 

«  « 

.1 

Q.  Whether  Lord  Melville  ever  transacted  any  part  of  the  btj^iness  of 
the  Pay  Office,  or  gave  any  directions  whatever  concerning  it?  fiy  busif 
ness  is  meant  the  oificial  business  of  payments  and  receipts. 

A.  I  was  going  to  make  that  distinction ;  that  fn  the  actual  executloii 
of  business  Lord  Melville  seldom  ornever, interfered;  but  he  paidaiten- 
iion  at  all  times  to  the  represc^ntations  of  difHcuU  cases  and  proposals  that 
^ere  made  for  improving  the  mode  of  conducting  the  business  of  the 
pflice? 

Q.  Were  any  representation!  everm^deto  him  concerning  the  office 
payments  or  receipts  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business,  and  not  Krith  ^  vie^ 
^0  any  new  regulations  ? 

A.  in  the  ordinary  course  of  tht  office  no  coffitnufiieatiobs  wer#  ihide 
fo  Lord  M<^Wille ;  but  in  any  extraordinary  cases,  such  as  I  thought  it  ii^ai 
liecessary  Ip  represent  to  Lord  Melville,  1  did  not  fail  to  do  so. 

Q.  Of  what  nature  tyere  those  cases  ? 

A.  They  are  of  sych  variety  that  I  can  scarce  mention  them ;  but  if  any 
person  made  a  claim  that  he  was  not  strictly  entitled  to,  or  that  some  doubt 
nad  arisen  Upon  it,  if  Lord  Melville  were  near  the  office,  I  commotily 
fipplied  to  him,  to  know  what  I  ought  to  do  on  such  an  occasion. 

Q.  Did  y.ou,  on  these  occasions,  submit  the  books  ef  tbe  office  to  his 
Jiordship  ? 

A.  If  the  cases  required  it  I  did. 

i).  Did  such  pases  often  occur } 

A.  Very  seldom. 

Q.  Did  ypu  ever  pay  any  money  into  the  hand$  of  Lord  Melville 
personalty?' 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  eYjsr  having  done  so.  I  may  have  paid  his  salary 
once,  or  small  sums  of  201.  but  I  do  not  recollect  any  particulan  cOn? 
f  eming  it.  * 
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Q.  Did  yon  ever  receive  from  Lord  Melville  tajL  monty  wbseli  rcfmiH 
a  receipt  ? 

A.  1  have  received  money  from  Lord  Melville,  but  I  do  not  recollect 
ever  having  given  his  Lordship  a  receipt. 

Q.  To  what  amount  »efc  tic  ^ums  w}jich  passed  ffom  the  Paymaster 
to  the  Treasurer  ? 

A.  I  have  only  an  impression  on  ray  mind  that  I  have  received  con- 
siderable sums  from  Lord  Melville^  byt  do  not  recollect  the  particulars 
9i  any. 

Q.  The  last  question  appTled  to  payments  made  tg  Lord  Melville  ?' 

A,  I  beg  to  have  the  question  repeated,  as  I  misunderstood  it. 
..Q.  Did  you  ever  pay  to  Lord  Melville  personally  any  sums  of  mc^itf 
which  required  a  receipt  from  his  Lordship  \ 

•  A.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  paid  any  sums  so  large  as  to  recpiire  s  receipt^ 
excepting  that  I  paid  his  salary.  In  one  instance,  1  find  hi»  Lordshi»' 
nceived  It,  and  be  might  sigh  the  office  receipt  for  his  sahu-y. 

Q.  Did  he  sign  such  office  receipt  ?  ' ' 

A.  The  whole  is  but  a  faint  impression  upon  my  mind.    If  I  pre8ente<l 
ft  for  his  signiti|re,  no  dgubf  he  signed  it ;  but  I  dq  no^  recollect  thq. 
pjirticiilars. 

Q.  You  stated  that  Lord  Melville  was  inattentive  to  his  private  affairs, 
lefore  that  you  stated  that  Lord  Melville  actually  signed  all  the  private 
S(ccounts  prescpted  to  him.  D\d  those  accounts  contain  a  history  of  yoMr 
private  moi^ey  transactions,  did  you  give  a  proper  account  of  those  private 
transactrons,  in  the  accounts  so  delivered  to  I^rcf  Melville,  which  be  wa^ 
in  the  cour^  of  signing? 

A.Idkl. 

Q.  pid  Lord  Melville  ^ign  them  } 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  any  thing  to  the  contrary. 

Q.  Was  the  bond  which  was  staled  yesterday  to  have  been  given  fop 
40001.  in  an  early  partofyogr  connection  with  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy^ 
given  up  or  kept  by  you  ? 

A.  I  believe  it  was  given  up  and  destroyed.  It  is  so  many  years  agq 
that  I  do  not  recollect  exactly  wliat  became  of  it ;  I  believe  it  was  givezi 
up.  . 

*^  Q.  Upon  what  occasion  was  it  given  to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A-  Ffom  payments  having  been  made  upon  that  account  which  ex* 
f^ceded  that  tOOOl.  in  which  ca^e  I  did  npt  thiqk  it  was  proper  to  keep 
the  1x)ikI. 

Q.  Was  the  account  stated  and  balanced  accurately  at  the  precis^ 
time  at  which  the  bond  was  given  up  > 

A.  1  beli«.'ve  it  was  not ;  1  do  not  recollect  that  it  was. 

Q.  Is  this  Cdurt  to  understand  that  the  account  current  of  ^  sum,  in. 
which  account  that  bond  applied,  and  y  hich  bvim  formed  the  first  item 

of  that  account,  was  still  an  open  account  curreut. at  the  time  the  band 
was  given  up  ? 

A.  I  belie «re  it  was. 

Q.  When  Lord  Melville  gave  orders  or  directions  to  you  to  pay  money 
on  his  account,  did  he  specify  at  alUut  of  whH^  (und  that  money  was  to' 
brpabi?       ^  .  ^ 

A.  1  do  aot  recollect  any  instance  in  whicU  his  Lordship  so  specified.  ' 

Q.Was 


-  Q.  ^^as''Ae^€  any  Jitference  in  the  mode  of  L6rd  Melvine*s  application 
%o  you,  at  the  times  when  he  wished  money  to  be  debited  to  him  in  thi! 
account  current,  and  at  the  times  when  he  wished  money  to  be  debited  in 
the  chest  account  ?    * 

Mr.  Plomcr  objectc4  to  the  question. 

Mn  Whithread.  Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  ever  make  any  distinctioi^«i 
his  mode  of  application  to  you  when  you  were  to  debit  his  account  in; oiif 
«r  the  other  way  ?     , 

A.  In  manaer  i  oooceive  his  Lordship  did« 

Q.  What  wsBs  his  manner  or  mode  of  speaking  and  addressing  you  at 
the  time  that  you  understood  he  wished  to  have  money  debited  in  tb^ 
account  current  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  desired  the  managers  to  put  a  preliminary 
question. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  l)y  any  words  or  any  mode 
suggest,  or  in  any  way  ever  convey  to  you  ah  intimation  that  he  wished 
a  certain  sum  of  money  advanced  to  him  to  be  debited  in  his  account 
current?  '  \ 

A.  I  can  only  Fpeak  in  general  terms,  as  different  circumstances  would 
of  coiirrse  attend  different  circumstances  upon  that  account,  and  in  speak- 
log  in  those  general  terms  1  say  his  Lordship  would  probably  enter  intd 
art  explanation  of  monies  which  he  expected  to  receive  soon,  and  under 
that  impression  he  requested  qie  to  accommodate  him  with  a  sum ;  they 
seldom  were  large  sums,  until  such  times  as  payments  came  into  his  hands. 
1  only  speak  in  general  terms. 

Q.  When  such  request  had  been  conveyed 'to  you,  to  which  of  thestf 
two  accounts  you  have  stated  to  be  opened  between  Lord  Melville  and 
yourself,  was  that  money  debited  ? 

A.  The  account  current. 

Q.  Wjis  there  any  other  mode  of  application  described  in  the  way  I 
before  described  to  you,  when  Lord  Meivilie  wished  it  to  be  debited  tql 
any  other  account  ?  * 

A.  i  can  to  this  question  also  only  answer  in  general  terms.  His  Lord- 
tfhip  generally  required,  that  such  a  sum  should  be  paid,  without  coming 
to  any  explanation  with  me  at  all  upon  the  subject. 

Q.  Was  that  requisition  which  you  arc  now  attending  to,  in  the  naturcf 
«f  a  cormnand  finoni  Lord  Mehille  to  you  fur  that  purpose  ?, 

A.  1  considered  it  as  such. 

Q.  Would  you  have  thought  yourself  bound  to  debit  Lord  Melville  for 
any  sum  of  money  he  had  chosen  to  require  on  the  chest  account  ? 

Mr.  Ploroer  objected  to  the  question^  and  it  w^s  waved  by  Mr; 
^IVhiibread* 

Qr  Did  you  erer  make  any  remodvtrance  upon  the  mag aitode  ^f  any 
ram  that  was  afterwards  carried  to  the  chest  account  i 

A.  I  never  did,  berau$e  it  never  interfered  with  theconveoieaceof  thev 
Mce,  as  a  much  greater  sum  than  Lord  Melville  ever- demanded  under 
theke  circumstances  might,  have  been  spared  from  the  unclaimed  balances,  t 

Q.  Did  prou  erer  hold  any  conversation  with  lord  Melville,  on  the 

.   aitvation 


fifitaiieu  vhich  yoq  held  in  the  N*vy  Pay  Office,  expressive  of  your  gx» 
titude  for  l)S^vii»g  been  placed  in  that  situation  ? 

Mr*   Plomer  stated  that  this  question  related  to  perfectly  ne\^ 
matter,  and  Mr.  Whvitbread  wavej  the  question, 

Q.  Could  any  body  have  drawn  the  mOney  from  Mr.  Coutts  which 
Api^  pTartfd  there  by  yob,  except  yourself,  or  some  person  ve^ed  with  your* 
•p^oial  aulbofily  f 

A.  It  appears  to  me  that  this  is  a  matter  more  for  the  detetmlnatien  rf 
Mr.  Coutts  than  myself;  ar>d  I  do  not  know  whaf  Mr.  Confts  wooW  have 
A)ne  under  the  cii^mstances  of  a  person  unauthorized  presenting  a 

Q.  Supposing  any  third  person,  unauthorized  by  you,  had  prefented  I 

ilraft  for  payment  by  Coutts,  and  if  Coutts  had  debited  yon  in  yourac* 

~^)unt  fbr  such  unauthorised  payments  by  him,  should  you  have  conceired 

Mr.  CouUiihad  acted  honestly  or  properly  by  you  ? 

A,  That  depends  entirely  upon  the  cireumstauces  which  had  acconh 

Sauied  the  transaction;  I  should  certainly  think,  that  Mr.  Coutts  ha4 
ime  me  a  favour  by  granting  it  to  certain  people  under  certain  situation^ 
%hen  I  should  have  bren  ver>'  much  surprized  at  it  In  other  situations. 

Q.  Could   any  body  have  received  your  money  from  Mark  Spfott, 
Augustuii  Lind,  and  otiiers,  unless  vested  with  your  special  authority,  ex^ 
cppting  yourself  ? 
A*  I  caiiceivc  the  same  answer  io  a^^ply  to  this  case,  that  I  have  given 
-^  the  case  of  uiuuey  deu)anded  from  Mr.  Coutts. 

Q.  Couid  auy  body  have  iiad  the  power  of  selling  or  cbadging  tbt 
securities  taLen  by  you  for  public  money,  uules*  iipecjfically  appri<e4 

hy  you  ?  * 

A'  Mr«  Th?>inaii  Wilson  had  a  general  autliority  from  xnei 

Q.  Had  any  other  person  ? 

A.  I  believe  not ;  I  do  iwt  recoll<:ct  any  other. 

Q.  Had  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  himself  any  given  authority,  renting 
kirn  Nvitli  (he  power  of  controuling  your  private  monies,  or  the  secuiitie^ 
tiAiii  by  you  on  account  of  these  private  or  public  monies  ? 

A.  Noi>e. 

9.  Pid  Lord  Melville  repay  t|)e  inoney  to  you  with  wbjoh  200^.  EasI 
Imlia  Stock  in  17:)2  was  purchased,  or  did  that  money  fqrm  a  p^Tt  of  the 
Recount  cikrr<-nt  betsvHfpa  you,  till  the  linal  close  of  that  account  in  the  year 
ISOO;  the  l^ast  India  Stock  bought  being  200^.  and  tlie  p^irchasc  moaeii 
vopo?.? 

A'  I  pla^vxl  tl>at  sum  to  the  debit  of  l/vcd  Melville's  acconni  cvrteat, 
and  I  bvlicve  cvory  maivof  business  lyiv^t  know  that  wl^«a  payiQ^ntt  ars 
made  upon  that  account  current,  it  is  impossible  to  say  what  particular  sum 
wall  sa  paid- 

Q.  \N  helher  there  was  a  specific  sum  of  money  appropriated  by  Jjori  • 
Melville  to  the  discharge  of  that  specific  sum  ? 

A.  f  do  nol  reeellect  any. 

Q.  If  all  the  money  had4>een  according  to  the  direction^  of  the  ^th  of 
tfee  kine,  and  sweh  an  improbable  event  had  taken  place  as  the  faifure4i( 
Mm  Wkikk,Hhti»U)  }%«  have  considered  yourself  responsible  for  the  money. 

•a  lell  inlhr  Da^»k  o#  England,  according  lo  the  act  o(  parliament  ? 
A.  i  should  Hol         i  *' 

A.  Aad  if  Messrs.  Coutts  had  become  insolvcDt,  should  you  have  con* 

Sftdered 


«01^ 

youfself  as  responsible  for  the  use  of  the  sum  lost  by  that  fatlifrr  ^ 
confete  I  should^  though  I  looked  upon  that  circumstance  as  im-* 

bppostng  such  a  very  improbable  eirent  as  the  failure  of  Coutts's 

ad  taken  place,  had  you  at  that  time  any  fortune  of  your  own  by 

ou  might  have  made  good  such  a  sum  ? 

hat  depends  entirely^upon  the  balance  that  was  in  Mr.  Coutts's 

tthatHme?  ; 

ipposing  the  balance  had  amounted  to  50,0001.  had  yoju  any  such 

lity  in  such  a  case  of  repaying  it  ? 

otil  very  late  years,  I  do  not  think  I  had  a  fortune  that  could  hav« 

dod  that  loss ;  of  late  years  1  could  have  made  good  that  loss,  as 

line  exceeds  it,  perhaps  tm  or  fifteen  thousand  pounds,  and  no 

^hen  yon  came  into  the  Navy  fsf  Office  what  was  your  private 
eceluttve  of  your  salary  ^ 

Ploroer  objected,  that  this  was  going  entirely  into  new  mat* 
;  in  the  cross-examination. 

Whitbread.  '*  My  Lord,  I  speak  from  a  note  of  the 
3f  the  learned  counsel  who  examined  the  witness  as  to  the 
cd  aecnritiea  of  the  public  caah.    I  triiac  I  am  perfectly  in 

• 

Plomer  waved  the  objection. 

Whitbread;    **  I  ani  glad  of  thai,  for  the  sake  of  the, 

cotinsef 

hat  was  your  fortune,  Independent  of  your  salary,  at  the  time  of 
pointment  to  the  office  of  paymaster  to  the  Treasurer  of  the 

do  not  recollect  accurately,  but  certainly  not  great,  not  perhaps 
ig  one  or  two  thousand  pounds. 

ave  you  had  any  great  accumulation  of  fortune  by  any  event  In« 
^Bt  of  youc  situation  as  paymaster  of  the  Navy  ^ 
lave  had  considerable  acquisitions  by  an  inheritance. 
9  what  amount?  ^ 

jras  going  to  explain.    It  was  considerable  in  pn^rtion  to  my 
although  it  may  not  be  in  t.he  eyes  of  many  people.    1  suppose 
ere  about  sixty  or  seventy  thousand  pounds, 
that  the  extent  of  your  accumulation  of  fortune,  independent  of 
u  derived  in  one  way  or  other  from  the  Navy  Pay  Office  ? 
Jso  had  an  acquisition  of  fortune,  small  I  must  confess,  by  mar* 

)  what  amount  ?    • 

uppose  about  three  thousand  pounds. 

hen  did  this  acquisition  by  your  marriage  take  place? 

rt  of  it  upon  my  marriage  in  the  year  1797. 

hen  did  the  other  acquisitions  take  place,  or  the  largest  quantity 

the  death  of  my  brothers,  which  was  about— I  am  totally  unfit 
r  the  question,  from  not  being  able  to  make  up  my  mind  as  to 
nee  of  time,  it  might  be  eight  or  ten  years  ago. 
hat  might  your  acquisition  be  upon  that  occasion  i 
therlted  by  one  the  sum  of  50001. 

•3D  Q.  How 


Q.  How  irnich  by  the  other  ? 

A.  1  cannot  tell  how  much,  because  U  Oktatimio  my  hands  at' diflRrt^rt 
1  mc.. 

Q.  Wa^  it  as  much  as  50001. 

A.  No,  it  was  not. 

■Q.  Was  it  as  niuc h  30001.  ? 

A.  It  max  be,  but  I  do  not  know. 

Q .  A  re  y  ou  i  n  possession  of  a  n  y  Ian  dtii(%  ropcrt  y  ?  ' 

A.  I  am.  ' 

Q.  Is  Lord  Mt^'lvillc  acquainted  with  Ihat  fact  ? 
-  A.  I  belioYC  he  is, 

'  Q.  Was  he  aciiviahited  with  the  fact  at  the  time  the -acqiiisitloii  o^ 
Itindetl  i)ro|>ei1y  took  place,  or  tUereabn^ts  ?  -      ^  ^  . 

A.  I  purchased  my  land  at  four  or  five  dirTerent  times;  I  do  not  knoi^ 
that  hi^  Lordship  was.  afccpaintcd  with  each-  ditierent  pafdMttc; 

Q.  Was  Lord  Melville  generally  acqwunted  that. you  iiad  becoiaet 
man  of  landed  property  in  Scotland }  .       '  . 

A.  1  presume:  he  was ;  for,  although  it  is  not  a  great  purchase,  yet  it  is 
not  so  insignificant  as  to  have  escaped  his  Lordship*a  notice. 
'  Q.  What  do  you  conceive  to  be  the  amount  of  your  property  at  tlih 
moment? 

f  A.  I  had  G|:eauaa,  aboata  year  agO|  to  make  up  a  itatemeiii  of  my  pnv 
perty  ;  and  at  that  time  I  valued  it,  at  what  1  considered  to  .be  a  veiy  to 
valuation,,  at  about  51,0001.  or  52,.000l.  but  it  Was  ao>i«vastedas  nol*tt 
prod itee  an  income  of  m«it? than  1200U  per^aanacn.  *- 

Q.  Has  tiic  oHice  of  paymaster  been  encrcased  considerably  since yoaf 
^cre  originally  appointed  to  it  ? 

A.  It  has. 

Q.  To  what  amount  ?  :  , 

A.  To  the  sum  of  SOCrt.  per  annmn.  ,  .        / 

Q,  Did  that  increase  take  place  before  Lov^  Mdville  left  the  office  itt 
the  year  1 800  ? 

A.  It  took  place  at  the  very  time,  I  believe. 

Q.  Did  it  take  place  at  the  time  or  immediately  after  Lord  Melville  kit 
t^  oftice  ? 

-A,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  first  payment  of  my  salary  commenced 
U- fore  or  after.  • 

Q-  Did  it  take  place  before  the  1st  of  January,  1800  ? 

A.  I  believe  not. 

Q.  Whether  drafts  upon  the  Dank  of  England  are  in  your  estimatioa 
e/1'ectH  as  Taluablc  as  drafts  upon  the  house  of  Mr.  Coutts?   . ' 

A.  It  -depends  upon  who  makes  the  drafts,  I  take  it. 

Q.  Supposing  always,  that  the  person  who  makes  those  draflUyUpon  the 
one  or  the  other,  has  effects  in  the  hands  of  that  one  or  other  person,  and 
that  he  does  not  cxct-ed  in  drawing  the  sura  for  which  he  has  credit 
Supposing  you  have  10,0001.  in  the  Bank,  and  10,0001.  in  the  hands. of 
Mr.  Coutts,  and  you  vrtrQ  to  give  a  draft  to  one  per>fon  for  50001.  on  the 
IVmk,  and  to  another  for  50001.  on  Mr.  Coutts,  should  you  think  your 
draft  on  the  Bank  would  be  answered  as  readdy  as  the  draft  on  Mr. 
'  CoiUts  ?  • 

A.  I  should  certainly'  think  it  of  equal  value.  , 

Q.  \in\  have  stat^nl  in  answer  to  a  question  upon  the  cross-examination 
of  tlic  learned  counsel,  wlio  asked  you  whether  the  Navy  Pay  Office  had 
bsen  rwnyvvd  during  yQurpaymastership,  from  Broad-street  in  the  vicinity 
»     *    ^*  of 
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if  the  Bank  to  Somcnct  l^lllce,  vhkh  is  at  a  greater  distance  from\he 
Baftk,  jrhAt  were  the  uisudl  official  hours  while  you  were  paymaster,  ao 
cording,  to  the  common  routine  of  business,  when  business  began  in  the 
inornint:,  and  when  it  ceased  inthe  afternoon  ? 

4-  From  ten  till  fouro^clock  were  the  hours  of  attendance  ;  but  the* 
|iavments,  1  believe,  stopped  so^^ner. 

-Q.  At  what  hour  did  the  payments  stop? 

A.  I  believe  generally  at  tM(p|  but  ay  I  was  not  in  the  habft  of  making 
fay  meats  myself,  I  speak  from  the  general  habits  of  the  ortice. 

Q.  Do  you  kaow  at  what  hour  of  the  day  payments  cease  at  the  Dank 
©f  England? 

A.  I  do  not. 

Q.  Did  you  confine  your  usf^  of  the  public  money,  to  such  su;ns  onty  as 
were  wanted  for  o^ciatconrcDience? 

A.  I  do  not  comprehend  the  c|uestion. 
t  ^  You  stated  upon  your  cnws-exaini nation  that  the  average  balan'^c  of 
the  unassigned  and  anciaimed  money,  was  about- 143,0001.  did  you  confine 
yourself  at  all  times  to  the  use  of  the  sum  of  140,000  only  ? 

A.  I  did  not ;  that  h  to  say,  I  had  greater  sum&out  of  the  Bunk,  and  in 
Mr.  Cbuttj's  hands,  and  elsewhere. 

Q.  Whea  these  sums  were  so  out  from  the  Bank,  did  you  always  take 
care  to  have  the  larger  part  of  them  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Coutts,  for  the 
psrpote  of  answering  official  demands  ? 

A.  I  have  stated  that  the.wboleof  it,  as  far  as  I  can  recollect,  passed 
through  Mr.  Coutts*$  haiids,  but  1  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  remained 
k  Mr.  Coutts's  hands  till  the  payment  w^s  re4uired. 

Q.  Did  you  confine  yourself  to  the  sum  assigned  always,  in  dratvijDg 
upon  the  Pank  for  your  own  private  use  V 

A,  I  did  not, 

Q.  Did  you  ever  tal^c  any  pains  to  enquire  into  the  average  amount  of 
these  unassrgnod  claims,  bcfiiri:  your  calculation  with  Mr.  Canning? 

A.  1  cannot  say  I  ever  did, 

Q.  When  did  that  operation  of  the  calcylation  with  Mr,  Canping  the/! 
take  place,  or  whercubo^  ts  ? 

A.  About  March  last,  I  belle ve«  * 

Q.  On  what  account  was  that  calculation  m^de  f 

A.  From  the  subject  having  become  a  matter  of  consideration  with*  Mr, 
I^anning.  • 

Q.  Was  it  s^  n^attcr  of  consideration  with  you  also,  at  that  time  ?    ' 

A.  I  did  it  more  to  assist  htm  in  his  views  than  having  any  myself. 

Q.  Did  you  always  cousidej;  the  state  of  your  account  at  Mr.  Coutts's^ 
rhen  you  drew  out  money  for  your  own  purpases  ? 

A.  I  cannot  say  that  I  dkl.  I  rather  considered  the  balance  that  was 
1  th^  Bankr  and  conceiving  It  to  be  target  than  would  probably  be  dc- 
landed  at  an  earlier  period,  1  withdrew  some  of  part  of  it,  and  put  It 
ato  the  hands  of  Mr.  Coutts* 

Q.  Has  your  account  at  Messrs.  Coutts  ever  been  at  an  ayer^^^e  Lev 
»w  the  unaisigned  part? 

A.  Very  often,  I  have  overdrawn  Mr.  Coutts**  house, 

Q.  Have  you  ever  overdrawn  that  account  i 

A.  I  have.  *  .  ' 

^.  Did)^)u  ever  give  a  drafeonrthe  house  of  Coutts  in  f^vor  of  sub* 

*2X}2  count^ntP 
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• 

conAUntty  for  a  sipalkr  iuid  than  youi  bare  gif  ep  upon  the  Bank  of  Eof* 
laad  ibr  the  same  sub-accouutaats  > 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  ever  I  did,  but  on  the  multiplicity  of  pty« 
meats  that  appear  on  these  accounts,  1  hope  I  shall  not  be  urged  to  make 
Ijpecific  aoswers  to  such  specific  questions. 

Q.  Did  you  ever,  in  your  official  situation,  give  a  piece  of  paper  of  any 
description,  a  draft  upon  any  body,  or  any  house,  purporUng  to  be  a  draft 
for  a  fractional  payment  below  one  poun^ 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  that  ever  I  did.  ift. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  issue  to  any  of  the  sub-accountants  a  draft'of  so  lov  m 
sum  as  101.  for  the  purpose  of  its  being  immediately  paid,  one  of  6ie 
payees  having  an  immediate  claim  upon  that  fund  } 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  having  done  so. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  make  payments  to  the  payers  of  the  Navy  and  Tle- 
tualling  Bills,  excepting  through  your  snb-accountants } 

A.  I  do  not  think  I  ever  did. 

Q.  Did  you  when  Paymaster  of  the  Navy^  make  your  issues  daily  ttf 
the  sub^acooont^ts  ? 

A,  I  generally  did. 

Q.  At  what  time  in  the  morning  did  you  actually  take  your  seat  in  the 
office? 

A.  I  brieve  I  was  pretty  punctual  !n  my  attendance  at  the  oflioe,  a| 
the  officehour  often  o'clock. 

Q.  Did  the  sub-accountants,  upon  your  taking  yoor  seat,  eomevkh  ih% 
balances  regularly  to  you  in  the  course  of  Office,  with  signed  lifts  Irom 
the  Navy  Board  for  each  day  ? 

A.  They  generally  did  so  but  ncA  uniformly. 

Q.  Was  it  the  practice  of  the  Paymaster,  at  tKat  thne,  to  issue  tothe 
tub-accountants  drafts  for  the  lirhole  of  themooey  which  might  be 
claimed  under  the  assignment  and  list  wbidr  wm  so  sent  from  tbe  Nayj 
Office.  » 

A.I  generally  issued  the  full  sum,  uliltss  I  ibund  that  the  Cashier  Iui4 
%  balance  in  his  hands  by  which  he  could  assist  tliat  payoient 

Q.  Did  you  learn  from  the  practice  of  the  office  what  was  likely  t»  b^ 
the  demand  upon  the  assignments  which  might  be  claimed  and  a  Hst  cf 
what  was  presented  to  you,  and  regulate  your  prat^ce  accordingly. 

A.  I  did, 

Q.  Did  you  continue  In  your  office  liMt  to  be  called  vpon  by  any  fub? 
accountant  to  whom  you  had  not  issued  a  sufficient  sum  in  the  morning 
till  th^  hour  at  which  the  time  of  payment  ceased  in  the  Navy  Fiy« 
Office? 

A.  I  either  remained  myself  or  left  some  person  atithorited'lqi  carryiyi 
that  part  of  my  duty. 

Q.  Did  you  after  Mri  Batlprst  h^d  directed  tftr  removal  c|f  money 
'from  Coutts's  to  the  Bank  continue  to  regnlaleymir  practl<ie  and  mode  of 
payment  by  the  same  practice  ? 

A.  It  does  not  strike  me  that  there  was  9|ny  considerable  dertation,  ex- 
cepting gfanttng  a  fuller  sum  in  the  morning,  thun  perhaps  I  shoold  have 
done  if  the  account  had  remained  at  Mr.  Coutts^  where  I  could  bi|ye  l^i^ 
recourse  to  a  second  supply  more  easily. 

Q.  Coald  you  not  have  had  recourse  to  a  second  supply  by  drawing 
upon  the  B^nk  as  much  ^$  if  the  monf  y  had  been  at^Mr,  Coiitts't  > 

^  1  could  not.  * 

QFor 


\ 


Qtf  For  what  reason. 

A.  From  the  distance  between  the  Bank  and  the  Pay-Olioe.  ^^ 

Q»  Did  an^  interruption  or  hindrance  take  place  to  the  buslnets  <il 
the  oiffice,  after  the  money  bad  been  carried  back  fttim  Mevrs.  Couits's 
to  the  Bank? 

A.  I  foresaw  that  a  bindranee  might  occur,  and  took  care  to  obviat% 
it»  by  granting  the  balances  fuller  than  I  might  have  done  at  Messrs. 
Ceutts*s. 

Q.  Was  an]r  payee  ever  delaBkl  for  a  moment  by  the  money  being  at 
t)ieB«nk?  ,^ 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  any  instance  of  it, 

Q.  After  the  money  was  restored  to  the  Bank  hy  the  dtreistion  of  Mr. 
Eathurst^  were  the  drafts  upon  the  Bank  drawn  by  you  in  the  sanoe  fbrai 
during  Mr.  Balburst'sTreasurership?  Were  the  drafts  upon  the  Bank  pre* 
cisely  in  the  form  those  drafts  had  been  by  w!iich  yon  drew  money  out  of 
the  Bank  of  England  and  placed  it  at  Messrs.  Couits's  > 
,  A.  I  believe  they  were.  ■ 

Mr.  Whitbrfftd.  **  I  shall  now  my  Lord  proceod  to  the  7Q0Qt 
reduced  annuities." 

Q.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  7(X)0l.  tliree  per  cent  reduced  stocky  yon 
stated  that  you  had  received  a  suni  of  400UK  on  account  of  Lord  Nf  e(- 
Yifle,  and  to  his  credit,  which  you  thought  proper,  without  directioiy 
from  Lord  Melville,  to  invest  iu  stock  for  Lord  Melville's  interest.  At 
|he  Uroe  you  received  that  4000L  on  ^rd  Melville's  account,  with  which 
you  purchased  70001.  three  per  cent.  Reduce^  Annuities  for  Lord  Mel- 
ville's benefit,  what  was  the  state  of  Lon)  Melville's  phcst  acqotunt?  oq 
which  side  was  the  balance  ? 

*   A.  Ido  notkndwthati  ever  specifisd  that  I  had  received  a  sum  qJT 
40001.  onder  such  oircunstances. 

Q.  You  stated  yesterday^  upon  your  cross-es^mtnation^  that  when  yoo 
jpurchased  70001.  three  per  ceiil  Reduced  Aoi^uities,  lor  Lord  Melvijle's 
benefit,  that  that  was  aa occasion  upo^  which  you  received  40001.  upon 
Lord  Melville^s  account  either  from  SooUand  or  elsewhere ;  no^,  ^  is' 
4rishedto  know  whether  at  the  time  you  to  took  upon  .yourself  to  pui^ 
chase  stock  far  Lord  Melville's  benefit,  the  chest  account  in  the  first  in- 
stance  was  or  was  not  in  favour  of  Lord  Melvilie  f 

A,  Would  your  Lordship  wish  me  to  answer  that  question  before  | 
liate  ascertained  whether  I  made  that  aeswer? 

The  qnestioni  of  the  learned  coaniel  on  tliat  subject  weic  reaj 
fcyMr.Whkb«»d.   • 

K. 

Qi  You  statc4 1  thhikihatyou  diraci^stqck  (o  theamomn^ of  7000L 
Ihfee  per  cepts  to  be  purchased  for  Lord  MeivUle;  was  thatpurchapf 
made  by  any  direction  from  Lord  Melville  ? 
A.  It  was  made  without  any  directions  from  his  Lordship.^ 
Q.  How  cam^  that  pprchase  to  be  made  without  any  directions  fiMS 
Lord  Melville? 

.  ^A  \  ipade  it  \a  the  general  maaagemeoiof  Lord  MeWille*s  affsin.  I 
]>elieve  a  sum  of  money  had  come  into  my  hand  at  that  time  for  his  Lord* 
ship,  and  1  thought  it  was  proper  to.  Invest  |t  14  somci  manser  topiodnce 
^.  interest  to  his  Lprdshlp. 

Q.  Is 
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Q.  Is  it  to  be  understood  that  funds  had  come  into  ^our  handi  which 
•efore  that  time  Jiad  been  carrying  a  productive  interest  to  I^ord  Mel- 
ville? 

A.  I  believe  they  had  previously  or  a  few  days  afterwj^rds  ;  one  of  the 
pa}  ments  was  I  think  upon  a  bill  which  was  not  due  upon  the  day  I  oiadc 
the  purchase,  but  I  believe  the  bill  had  come  into  my  bands  previoyt  19 
my  making  the  purchase. 

Q.  Now,  it  is  wished  to  ask,  at  the  time  these  valuable  eJfects  of  Lord 
Melville*!  came  into  your  hands,  in  w^lstate  did  the  two  accounts  be- 
tween yourself  and  Lord  Melville  stan^rand  it  is  wished  6rst  to  point 
^'our  attention  to  the  chest  account^  which  you,, in  every  iostsvnce*  have 
tated  to  be  against  Iword  Melville  ?  ^f 

,    A.  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  excuse  mc  in  reverting  to  mti^i  X  said 
befi^re,  that  I  do  not  /ind  the  sum  of  40001..  was  tpeciiied. 

Q.  Was  it  not  40001.  from  Mr.  C^niieron  ? 
>  A.  Itio  not  recollect  the  circumstance.  . 

Q.  When  any  sum  of  money  which  you  desii^nated  in  ths  way  yoq  did 
^fiesterday  came  into  your  hands,  with  viliich  sum,  unspecified  as  to  tbt 
Amount,  a  certain  sufm  of  stock  was  purchased,  was  Lord  Melville's  chest 
account  in  his  favor  or  against  him  ? 

A.  I  believe  the  balance  of  the  chest  account  at  that  time  stood  f  gainst 
bis  Lordship. 

Q.  Dhl  the  account  current  generally,  or  usually,  or  for  the  most  party 
during  the  time  It  was  open,  stand  against  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  It  did  ;  but  I  do  not  know  whether  it  did  at  that  time  or  not.' 

Q.  Yon  stated  yourself  yesterday  to  have  been  at  tiroes  holder  of  Narjk 
BiflSi  during  the  time  you  were  Pay-master  of  the  Navy  ;  I  am  now  refCT»' 
ttng  to  the  security  of  the  public  money  In  your  hands :  were  you  at  any 
fhiie  during  the  period  you  wf  re  paymaster  of  the  Navy  a,  holder  of  a  cer< 
tain  quantity  of  Navy  Bills  ? 

A.  I  have  held^Navy  bills  during  the  time  I  was  Paymaster. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  that  you  werc^  holder  of  a  cectain  quantity  of 
Navy  Bflls  at  th^  time  Mvhed  they  fell  to' a  discount? 

A:  I  believe  I  held  Navy  Bills  ^t  the  lime  they  came  to  a  discount. 

Q.  Did  yon  borroM^  a  !rum  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  making  olltciai 
payment  at  the  time  th;it  Navy  Bills  were  so  at  a  discount  that  you  might 
keep  those  bills  unsold  ? 

A.  As  I  conceived  it  to  be' immaterial  whether  I  paid  the  public  draflts 
by  money  taken  out  of  one  pocket  or  taken  but  of  another,  I  certainly  bor- 
rowed money  at  the  time  that  1  found  I  could  not  sell  my  Navy  Bills 
without  a  loss. 

Q.  Did  that  fatt  take  place  that  you  made  thai  Loan  ? 

A.  I  have  reason  to  think  it  did,  although  I  do  not  directly^  recol- 
lect it. 

Q.  Hsid  fbe  sub-accountants  of  the  Navy  Pay-6fcce  accounts  at 
MfMTS.  CouttsV  at  the  safne  time  that  you  had  your  accoimt  as  Faymtttt 
ter  of  the  Navy  ?  '       • 

A.  They  had. 

*  Qi  Wtsit  with  ^ur  approbation,  that  they  had  such  accounts  ? 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  Was  it  also  by  your  recommend  ation^  th^t  they  ha4  th«e  «•« 
aCCotin^s  ? 

A*  I  believe  in  most  instances  it  was, 

?  Q.  W« 
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Q.  Wm  it  ydur  dtrettibii;  or  9olictCaUon  that  they  bad  thoie  acfCouiltsF 

A.  1  beg  to  make  a  distinctipn  between  directloa  and  soiidtaiifiQ. 

Q.  Bf  your  soltcitMion  >  ' 

A.  <I  very* probably  might  solicit  it;  but  not  in  very  buoible  tecms^I 
ineso  to  say  1  did  not  insist  upon  it.  ' 

Q.  Did  any  one  of  them  express  a  reluctance^  to  transfer  h|s  acco«nt, 
w  any  part  of  it  from  the  Bank  of  England  to  the  bouse  of  Messn; 
CouttsH  ?  .^  .1 

A^  rdo  not  recollect  that  the/did  ?  Mr.  George  Swaffield  has  told  me 
that  he  did,  but  1  do  not  recollect  it.  ' 

Q.  You  stated,  yesterday,  upon  the  cxoss-exajnination  of  the  learned 
CDttnse&9  that  When  the  million  of  money  was  placed  in  the.  Iiandsof 
Messrs.  CouttSythatit  was  for  the  purpose  of  accommodating  the  payees  at 
the  west  end  of  the  town ;  when  the  million  was  placed  at  Messrsi^outts'a 
lor  that  purpose  were  the  payments  niade  by  your  own  draft  qn  Mr. 
CoBttt  on  each  individual  payee,  or  drd  you  is^ue  the  drafts  to  your  suIh 
accountants  as  usual,  and  did  the  payees  resort  to  them  as  usual  foe.  pfiyt 
Bient?  » 

A.  I  stated  that  to  be  one  of  the  objects  that  I  had  in  view ;  but  I  icarried 
an  the  payments  in  the  same  manner,  I  transferred  a  sum  of  400»000L  i^ 
a  few  days  to  one  accountant,  and  400,0001.  to  another  to  theip.acco«ats 
at  Mr.  CMitts's,  and  they  paid  the  payees  of  the  bills  by . their  .oy^n  dral^' 
upon  their  own  accounts  at  Mr.  Coutts*s. 

Q.  Was  there  any  difibrence  as  to  tliose  specific  sums^  or  yras  it  jiot 

aarriedon  in  the  same  manner  as  the  other  accounts  be^yreenypu  and  the 

sutKaccountants }  ....  * 

A.  it  do  not  know  any  other  difference,  excepting  in  the^,grf»t.hii^ 

which  took  place  which  always  rendered  more  arrapigement. necessary.- 

Q.  Did  that  arrangement  supersede  the  prdinary.r^tit&^.of  the  office 
with  the sul>*accountants  ?  .     -     ,.     ^ 

A.  Jtdid  not,  and  I  do-  not  know  that  the  oidiaary  xoutine  was  ioter< 
nipted  at  that  time.  . .     v 

Q.  When  Mr.  fiathunt  gave  directions  to  you,  as.  Cayanast^iy  to  re^ 
move  the  cash  from  Mr.  Coutts  to  the  bank^  did  you  rempnstrate  upoa 
thetabject? 

A.  I  never  made  any  objection  to  Mr.  Bathurst's^q^de^  but  I  ceitaialjr 
took  the  libeKy  to  argue  upon  the  subject. 
Q.  Did  your  arguments  prevail  with  Mr.. Bathurst? 
A.  They  did  not. 

Q.  Had  you  ever  any  discussion  of  the  same  sort  with  ii)rd  Melville' 
as  that  which  you  had  with  Mr.  Buthurst  ?  r 

A.  I  do  not  recollect  ever  having  had  any  such  discussion. 

Q.  Having  been  asked  in  yoiir  e.Naminations  in  chie4  as  to  names,  fb 
your  accounts  lu  Henry  Dundas,  Mr.  Dundas,:  and  the  right Hoaorabl^^ 
Henry  Dundas,  whether  they  all  applied  to  the  same  person ;  and,  being.' 
^pss  examined  by  the  learned  counsel  on  the  other  side,  ^s  to  a  certain 
specific  sum  of  17641.  you  stated  that  that  sum.  was  transflerred  from  oaft' 
of  your  accounts  to  the  other,  and  that  it  was  entered  twice ;  when  yon* 
spoke  to  a  sum  paid  to  Henry  Dundas  of  17041.  16s.  lOd.  and  mention 
a  transfer  of  that  sum  from  one  account  to  another,  and  call  it  a  double- 
entry,  do  you  mean  that  the  figures  were  entered  twice  over  on  two  ac»' 
counts,  or  that  Henry  Dundas  was  debited  fi>r  twice  the  amount  of  th*r 
sum  for  which  he  was  debtor  ? 

A.'  I  do  not  meaQ  to  state  that  I  believe  he  was  debited  once  In  each  of 
the  accounts.  d.  D% 


Q.  i)opni  mean  that  be  was  charged  17011.  more  by  yM  thalile 
ought  to  have  been  chargedl  ? 

A.  I  find  from  looking  into  Mr.  Coutts's  bockn,  the  sum  mentfoned  bj 
the  honourable  manager  charged  in  my  general  account  with  Mr.  Coitts 
In  two  different  sums;  one  of  lOOOl.  the  other  making  op  it^l. ;  audi 
dnd,  in  what  I  call  a  separate  accocmt,  atom  charged  to  Mr.  Dundas;  I 
Had  that  charged  to  the  credit  of  the  other  accounts;  by  which  I  rectified 
the  debitj  which  was  wrong  made  in  the  Brst  account. 

Q.  Do  yoQ  mean  that  yon  are  now  debtor  in  17041.  to  Lord  Melvfile, 
more  than  you  thought  you  were  when  you  signed  the  release  ? 

A.  I  do  not  meair  to  say  so,  I  mean  to  explayi  that  I  debited  1M 
Melville  in  a  sUm  of  1(K)01.  and  in  a  second  the  sum  of  7001.  and  odd.  I 
drew  a  draft  payable  to  his  lordship  for  those  two  sums  upon  my  acComili 
at  Mr.^oiitts's,  which  1  call  my  own  account.  I  afterwards  wished  fc^ 
make  thaf^debit  appear  in  the  separate  account  only,  for  which  pdrpose  1 
drew  another  draft,  payable  to  Mr.  Dundas,  for  17001.  and  odd,  i6ttc* 
lify.the  mistake  I  had  made  in  the  first  account,  as  no  sam  appears  totiM 
credit  of  the  first  account  under  his  name. 

'  Q.  Then  notwithstanding  this  double  entry,  the  acCoants  Wr^  suchai 
you  presented  them,  right  and  correct  at  last  > 

A.  The  accounts  w'ere  so,  hot  I  apprehend  the  question '  led  td  she# 
whether  all  the  sums  that  were  charged,  or  appeared  to  be  charged  to  MK 
Dundas,  actually  went  to  his  credit.  ^ 

H,  But  were  (he  accounts  at  last  correct  and  right  f 
A.  They  are  correct  in  substance,   although  there  appears  a  ^t^ftf 
turn  issued  to  Mr.  Dundas  than  was  issued  to  him. 
^  Q".  Are  they  correct  in  substance? 

A.  They  are,  I  believe  all  my  accounts  are  so. 
'  Q.  WhoA  a  draft  was  drawn  upon  the  house  of  Mr.  Cotittf,  th^ptodike 
of  which  was  to  be  paid  into  the  public  cash  at  the  Bank,  was  not  therl 
alalayaa  distingnkhing  mark,  dudh  as  A  P,  act  of  parliam^t  aCCMirf'^or 
aome  other,  by  which  you  could  distinguish  on  referring  to  jcvlt  accoiil^ 
that  soch  draft  was  made  for  a  pubKc  purpose } 
A.  I  do  not  know  of  any  such  marks. 

Q.  You  were  cross-examined  by  the  learned  counsel  yesterday,  is  to 
a  pocticalar  mark  upon  one  of  your  drafts  of  A  F>  or  sometMng  of  tiiat 
jsort? 

A.  One  of  the  accounts  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Naty  Is  designated^ct 
of  parliament  account ;  and  when  I  drew  a  check,  payabfe  upofi  that  k* 
«IUDt»  I  would  say  payable  to  act  of  parliament  account,  but  H  6hesM 
folk>w  that  I  applied  it  to  a  paymenit  on  account  of  itic  account,  though  I 
gave  it  that  name. 

Q.  Wat  that  draft  so  drawn  by  you  from  Mr.  Dunda»*s  act  of  parfia- 
meat-  aocoaiif|  specified  upon  it,  money  which  you  meant  to  apply  td 
jous  owa  private  emolument  ? 

A:  It  waa  not ;  every  particular  sum  that  is  drai»n  there  is  attended  wiffc 
fvuticaiar  circumstances,  and  I  can  give  no  general  ^nswtr  that  that  quei^ 
tion. 

Q.  The  learned  counsel  yesterday  cross-examined,  as  to  the  accoartr 
kqjt  up  by  the  Ex-Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  a-nd  so  forth ;  whetlief 
W  your  kAOwlcdge,  you  knew  there  was,  during  the  freasurershlp  ofLaidi 
Mdville,  an  accountaot's  branch  established  in  the  Navy  Fay  Office } 
A.  I  do. 

Q.  Was 


i 


2d^ 

W^as  tiiat  done  during  the  treasurership  of  Lord  Melville?  ' 

[t  was. 

Did  that  branch  contliuie  its  funptiops  uninterrupted  f^mth'e  mo-' 

if  its  appointment  ? 

[  iielieveit  did,  until  it  was  foyjidjiecessary  to.removea.grcat  nura- 

clerks  belonging  to  that  brai^ch  to  a  dirterent  branch  of  the  oftice* 

y  on  the  current  business  of  the  office,  which  was  greatly  augment-  ' 

Mrthe  wari»egitf), 

iVhen  did  the  interruption  to  this  bcanch  of  the  accountant's  busi* 

ke  placed 

Vlany  years  ago,  b«t  I  can«oi  rocoUect  the  precise  time.  ..  * 

[)o  3'ou  .recolleot  bow  long  it  went  o«i  in  tbe  xLue  execution  of  its 

do  n€»t  precisely  recollect,  but  I  su  ppose  several  years.     .  ^ 
Do  you  recollect  when  it  was  first  discontinued  ? 
t  has  been  discontinued  many  years,  but  there  was  an  absolute^ 
ty  for  discontinuing  it.     I^  wa»  done  after  two  several  conversa- 
itk.tke  Hwf  Board*  juad  was  not  a  suggestion  of  uiine,  or  of  t)]e 
irer.  .   4    . 

W^as  it  first  discontinued  on  account  of  any  suggestion  to  the  Navy. 

or.  in  x^nse^neaoe'of  aay-^dnv^^rsatioiis  vtih  the  offijcersof  that 

Is  far  as  I.  recollect  it  he  circunistajDce,  it  was  cUscootinued  frorii  (;he 
Board's  withdrawing  several  of  their  clerjv«»  who  were  necessarily, 
^ed  in  -theisame^^usiness^  and  when  tk^y  were  witbd^awn  itbe- 
tecessacy  for  the  Treasurer  also  t»  withckaw  his,  as  they  .were  pro- 
;  on  a  business  which  required  their  joint  attendance. 
fVhether  tl)iir. 'tnoiease  of  business  in  the  pay  office  was  the  reason 
ose  clorks'were  withdrawn  ;  or  whether  it  was  because  (the  business 
Navy  Board  was  not  able  to  ke^  pace  wkh  the  iivsiness  of  the 
Pay.DiTice? 

'hey  both  occurred  at  the  «^nie  time,  because  it  was  to  send  clerks. 
:o  the  o«t-port8,  wliich  it  was  necessary  to  send  from  both  offices; 
I  it  was  necessary  at  last  to  direct  the  account^knt  to  take  upon  him*-; 
luty  out  of  town  as  hecould  JH»t  be  employed  I  thought  with  equajl 
age  upofi  the  Treasurer's  account  in  town. 

Vhether  to  your  knowledge  there  existed  io  the  Bask  of  EnglaQ4 
Ume  Lord  Melville  quitted  the  Navy  Pay  Office,  a  balance  imoiftt 
l&hip's  6rst  Ex-Treasiirersiiip's  account? 

Tes,  I  believe  so,  I  know  so.  . 

>o  you  recollect  whereabouts  the  amount  ofthat  balance  was  i 
!^he  account  was  nearly  closed,  and,  as  far  as  I  can  reqollect,  ^Ihe. 
i  exceeded  5009L  tb^  a  few  hvodiieds:. 

)o  you  know  what  boeame  of  that  balance  upon  Lord  Mclville!#^ 
5  the  office^r 

believe  Lord  Melville  drew  out  that  balance.    . 
IThtft  did  heAo  wHli  it  wiien  be  had  drawn  it  out ' 
le  paid  it  to  me ;  it  was  a  balance  upqn  the  Exnlreasiirership,  and 
ttood  at  that  time*  all  C}i^-)treasuxers  had  a  right  to  withdraw  the. 
from  tMt  fiank*  oc  ^  with  it  ^  they  pleased  till  the  siccounts  wer^ 
settled,  .. 

)id  Lord  Melville  pay  it  tp  yqu }  i     . .  . 

ledid. 

*S8  Ut-^^V* 


210* 

Q.  What  did  you  do  witb  it  -when  Lord  Melville  had  paid  it  to  yoo-  I 
A*  I  first  carried  it  to  the  credit  pf  the  account  current;,  ^nd  th«n  I  paid 
it  into  the  Bank. 
Q.  Was  not  bo,4521.  48.  5d..  paid,  or  thereabouts  ? 

\Thc  Lqi  cl  Chancellor.  *•  It  does  not  appear  to  me  possible  he 
can  be  prepared  to  answer  so  minutely." 

Q.  Into  what  accoui^t  at  the  Bank  did  yOM  pay  it,  aftec  you  h^d  ea^ 
ricd  it  to  your  account  current  ? 

A.  I  paid  it  into  the  Bank  pu  account  of  b^alaac^s  which  I  had  out  of 
the  Bank  at  that  time  upon  the  currei^t  account  of  tlus  Navy. 

Q.  You  have  stated,  uppn  cross  cxaoaifiationy  with  regard  to  the  la^ 
balances  that  were  paid  by  Lord  Melville,  that  there  were  balances  duo 
by  Lord  Metvilk-  upon  the  acoouiit> current;  were  the  baliui^es aclualiy 
due  by  Lord  Melville  to  you  upon  tbe-account  current,  and  the  (t^lances 
due  upon  the  chest  account,  paid  to  you  by  Lord  )yf elyi^le  ? 

A.I  believe  the  whole  of  them  were  f^id  to  m^. 

Q.  Could  you  specify  at  aH,  in^  what  nianBer  they  were  paid  to  yoo  ? 

A.^I  have  considered  the  subject  very  much  lately,  and  frqm  that  con- 
sideration I  am  enabled  to  speak.  ^ 
^  Q.  In  what  manner  wefe  those  balances  p^id  by  Lord  Melville  to 
you? 

'  A-  Having  the  power  of  selling  the  whole  of  his  LordshipSi  stocks,  I 
directed  them  to  be  sold,  and  they  accordingly  were  either  sqld,  or. else 
the  price  of  the  day  was  allowed  to  me,  and  paid  into  the  credit,  I  bfr 
Jieve,  of  Lord  Melville's  acoount,  at  M^^  Coutts's,  They  were  paid  ioto 
the  credit,  I  believe,  of  Lord  Melville's  account  at  Mr.  Cputts's.  If  I  bad 
documents  t9  speak  from,  I  could  make  ^n  acciirate  statement  Ifthe 
honorable  manager,  who  is  perfectly  acquainted  with  the  ctrcurastances, 
^ill  ask  me  upon  each  individual.sumi  I  sliall  perhaps  be  able  to  state. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  so  far,  as  that  a  sum  of  20,00CH.  was  paid  into  four 
hands  on  account  of  Lord  Melville  by  Mf.  Sprott. 

A.  k  was  paid  either  into  my  hands,  or  by  Mr.  Sprott,  into  the  cre<kit 
pf  Lord  MelvilleV  account  at  Mr,  Covtts*s. 

Q.  Was  anotther  sum  of  about  30,0001.  paid  into  your  hapds  on  account 
p(  Lord  Melville  by  Mr.  Sprott  ? 

A.  I  do  not  think  the  hotiorable  manager  has  stated  it  perfectly  o(r- 
i«Ct ;  that  money  Mfas  paid  into  the  cr^it  of  my  account  at  Mr.  (^outts's, 
being  the  produce  of  the  sale  of  East  India  stock  which  I  mentioned  yei- 
^erday,  by  which  a  debt  was  paid  off  which  existed  upon  that  stock  of 
20,0001.,  the  surplus  of  it  went  to  the  credit  of  Lord  Melville's  account 
^rKnt  with  me.      • 

Q  What  became  of  it  after  it  passed  throi^gh  the  account  current  with 
you>  ♦       '  '  . 

A.  I  always  paid  that  money  into  the  Bank  jn  liquidation  of  balances  I 
had  out  of  the  Bank. 

Q.  Did  yoy  receive,  or  do  yoti  know  that  Lord  Melville  paid  an  addi< 
tional  sum  of  )3,0€K)1.  in  liquidation  ^f  balances  at  the  Biatik? 

A.  That  sum  formed  part  of  a  greater  sum  which  Lor^  Melyille  gave  me 
^o  pay  into  the  Bapk  on  his  aocount ;  t^e  other  pa^of  thai  sqqi  has  already 
been  mentioned ;  19,0001.  of  the  $0,0001.,  or  thereabouts,  which  was  men* 
tioned  before^  that  formed  the  whole  (tf  the  si^n  I  tkiiik  that  I  received 
of  Lord  Melville  to  pay  into  the  Bank. 

•  Q.  Is 


ft.  isittb  be  understood;  that  you  meat)  to  state,  that  that  part  of  tlii 
baknce  whictt  was  made  good  by  Lord  Melville,  was  made  good  in 
the  foHowin^  mannei;  20,00dl.;  or  thereabouts,  fVom  Sjirott;  30,0001.^ 
or  thereabouts,  also  from  Sprott ;  of  wbicb  went,  in  liquidation  of  the  debt^ 
due  for  the  the  East  India  stock  mentioned  yesterday,  and  the  balance 
paid  into  the  Bank  account  after  having  passed  through  the  account  cur- 
rent; and  the  sum  of  13,0001.,  or  thereaboiits,  which  was  advanced  in 
Some  other  way;  added  to  wbicbi  is  the  £x-treasurerihip  account  of 
^,0001.  and  upwards  ?  '  ' 

A.I  bdicve  thii  hon<:^ble  manager  has  stated  thcni  correctly  as  far  aS 
I  can  folloVr  him.  * 

Q.  The  learned  eoiinael  cros»  examined  the  witness  yesterdajr  as  to  all 
the  receipts  of  thi^  Witness^  on  account  of  Lord  Melville,  fropi  various 
sources,  and  remittances  from  Scotland  and  dsewherei  when  you  spoke 
of  the  balances  due  by  Lord  Melville  ujkto  his  accounts,  do  you  mean 
to  say,  that  before  those  balances  were  strucki  all  those  remittances  of 
iMrery  description  were  always  carried  to  his  credit.  Did  you  in  fact  al- 
ways give  Lord  Melville  credit  for  every  thing  yoii  received  on  his  account 
when  you  summed  up  the  accounts^ 

A.  I  gave  Lord  Melville  credit  in  one  or  other  of  his  accounts  fot  all 
the  sums  he  paid  into  niy  hands. 

Q.  That  cam^  into  your  hands  in.  any  way  ?  j , 

A.  I  did  as  far  as  I  retollect.  l> 

Q.  Do  you  know  any  one  instance  where  yoii  did  not  credit  Lord  Mef 
vilTe,  as  an  honest  man  ought  to  do,  for  the  money  you  received  on  his 
account? 

'  A.  His  Lbrdshrp  was  most  Undoubtedly  credited ;  biit  if  a  sum  of  monejr 
had  been  paid  into  my  hands  with  directions  to  pay  to  himself  again,  thofte 
are  the  excppt^ons.  ,     • 

0.  Those  sums  you  have  last  specified  never  came>  I  supposej  into  the 
account  at  all  ? 

A.  If'such'a  cirCumstante  ever  existed,  but  I  do  not  recollect  that  it 
ever  did. 

Q.  You  stated  yesterday,  about  a  loan  from  the  house  of  Mansfield, 
Bamsay,  and  Co.  that  had  been  advanced  to  Lord  Melville,  and  a  pay- 
ment which  was  made  by  your  direction,  after  having*  refreshed  your 
memory  by  ^  written  document  in  your  oWn  hand-writing  of  the  date  at 
the  time  when  it  was  made,  you  were  asked  whether  you  made  such  pay^ 
mcnt  without  any  direction  given  by  Lord  Melville  at  all  ? 

A.  r  stated  yesterday  that  1  had  lost  all  recollection  of  the  transaction 
whatever,  but  I  can  certainly  state  that  l^couid  not  haVe  made  it  without 
Lord  Melville's  directions. 

Q.  Yon  have  stated  upon  your  cross^xamination  that  Lord  Melville 
never  directed  paymcnti  to  be  made  out  of  the  public  monies  specifically, 
whether,  when  you  received  certain  modes  of  diretlion,  such  as  you  have 
stated  this  morning.  Lord  Melville  did  not  in  fact  know<hat  those  pay- 
ments were  made,  and  meant  they  should  in  fact  be  made  out  of  the 
public  money  f 

Mr.  Plomer  objected  to  the  question. 

Mr*  Whitblcadw  Q.  The  question  asked  by  the  learned  coun- 
sel was,  whether  upon  that  occasion,  or  upon  any  other,  Lord 
Melville  ever  directed  you  to  lay  out  atiy  part  of  the  public  mo- 
ney in  your  hands  for  the  use  and  benefit  of  Lord  Melville  ;  to 

*2e2  which 


an* 

vA\tdh  die  afiswcfr  ttas,  yon  neverdid  niAda*  lhe'4|Mcific  naifteOf 
pttbfic  money,  or  any  modey^  bearing  that'deteriptioii ;  wheditr 
you  received  atiy  directions,  in  any  'way  from  Lord  MeTvilleV 
which  led  ydirto  know,  that  Lord  Melville  ffitnint  the  (>tiblic  mo- 
ney ;  that  Lord  Melville  knew  that  it  was  jmHHc-  money  wHietr 
Was  W  be  scf  piid  ?  •  5.        . .     f  •  .. 

:A.:  1  cjMHiotswearso^  ...... 

Q.  It  is  asked  as  to  tlie  chest  account  ?  : 

A«  IcertainIycamK)t< swear  so. 

Q.  Ik}  you  believe  that  Lord  Melville  knew  that  to  be  public  money  9 

■Mr.Plomet*ofhjc€tcd  totbequJcstibn.       i-   • 

Q.  Ditf  voft  ifecciVe  such  directions  from  lx)td  Slelvillc  as  you  hare 
spccinecT,  \vlnch  directions  led  you  to.dcbit  Lord,Melvillc  on  the  chest  ac- 
count, and  cfo  3'Ou  know  that  Lord  Hiclvine moant  tl^o'se  ^irecUoas  to  be 
for  public  money  5  .  .  . 

A.  I  did  not  know  it.  ,  . 

Q.  Did  you  always  use  public  money  when  suet  or dery as  given?' 

A.  1  request  the  order  tu  be  more  particularly  described  before ,  I  can 
ansNver'the  qtrestion.  \  . .  \[.\' .  ,  \i .  ■ 

Q.  That  sort  of  order  which  you  described,  in^  the  eartV  Ipart  cf  youf 
e^mination  to  day,  to  bemdr^  intfi^  nature  of  2t  requisition;  than  a:  re* 
<^t^,  which  induced  jK>u  to  dfcbit  him  in  'th<rch'eSt  actouilt  j  did  ypu 
sifways  cmisider  such  a  request  as  an  authority*' for  tislrr^  the  pubnc'n;!©- 
nty  ?'■■.■  •       *     ''•■  '*■         •       y.^"^'  i\  ft' 

A.  I  have  already  said,  that  I  hav9  pl^ed  them  to  the,d(^^it.of  that . 
account.-.  *       ''  ;  *  '      '     '  ''•■./.  ! 

'  Q.  Did  you,  in  that  case,  always  debit  il  t6  tfie'  dlSsf  SccouAf  >      ,' 

A.  \  have  already  stated,  that  that  was  the  distlnctioQ  I  rfiade^  infi  I 
atways  did  it  of  course.  ' .  ,    \ . 

Q.  Did  Lord  ^{elvillc  eveijmake  any  enquiry  of  you^  aft^  the  mdig* 
nant  refusaT  wliich  he  had  gfveft  't6  the  proposition  made  By'yoo^fo'&m 
to.employ.a  certain  sum  of  money  p  the  .purchase  of  East  Indiia  Stoq^, 
upon  whiHi  you  were  <iross-examincd  yesterday;  did  tprd  Melville^ 
vhen  be  either  requested  or  required  niohey  to  be  advanced  lo  htm  by 
you,  did  he  ever  ask  yoii,  in  any  one  instance,  whether  your  owd  private, 
funds  won Fd  supply  that  source)  .       ,  . 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  his  Lordship  ever  did.    As  to  enqurfrng  fnt^i^. 

theparticularstateof  my  own  private  funds,  I  do  not  thtn^  ^rd  Md- 
Vfllc  ever  did. 

Q.  Did  he  ever  make  any  enquiry  of  you,  whether  i.u  making. sych  ad- 
irancey, , yon  were  Irqnching  upon  the  public  balances?  ... 

Ai  oe  never  did.  '   •  . 

Q.  You  stated,  that  the  chest  account  was  regurarfy  delivered  to  Lord** 
McMlfe?  ;• 

A.  It  vras  at  diflTcrent  periods,  bat  not  so  frequently  as  I  delivered  th«^ 
account  carreiit.     ' 

Q.  Were  any  objections  ever  made  by  Lord  Melville  upon  your  deU*' 
vering  the  chest  account  to  him  ? 

.  A.  Lord  MeKille  never  examined  my  accounts  in  my  pfOfence^  ;m>  mi- 
nutely, as  to  enable  him  to  make  objections* 

Q.  Did  he  ever  in  fast  object  to  them  ?  .  .        ,     w- 

'  Au  Hsn«v«rdid,  Q.  Do 


Q,  Deyon  ^kii#,v^Qy'^Q6^^|^WU[^^^^  hovd  Melville  did  not  «2gtfi 
tii0  chest  9ccQunt  after  yom>  I^^Hf^I^'  had  delivered  that,  account, 

tobJm?  Im^: 

A,  I  do  i^t  recollect  any  m|w|p8  m  which  hk  Lordship  refused  to 

sign  the  accounts.  .       j    , 

Q.  Whether  the  dupHcates  of  the  account  presented  by  you  to  Lord 
Melville  were  left  with  his  JLordship  ? 

A.  They  were.      .     .        •  '    ■    .         ) 

Q.  Of  both  the  Chest  Account  and  the  Account  Current?  ^ 

A.  They  were. 

Q.  Whether  it  is  not  in  evidence,  that  the  money  i«^th  which  iflie  Loy- 
alty Loan*  was  purchased,  was  transfeired  from  the  Current  Acconnt  to 
tbe  Chest  Account}  ,      '  .         ^ 

A.  The  mouey:  whiph  I  advanc€4  upon  the  Loyalty  Loan  wa«.  . 

Q,  Tb«re  was  somectoss  examination  as,  to  the  divid^nd^  of  the  East 
India  Stock,  wl^ther  the  excess^  of  the.  intalrest  a^bove  the  dividends  was 
not  charged  to  the  debit  of  XxH'd  ]\Ac)ly^Q'!a  account,^ 

A.  Yes.  .     ' 

Q.  Are  you  correct,  as  nearly  as  you  psin  ;'ecoll4|et,.  instaHog,  that  the 
sum  advanced  'for  the  purchase  of  thc^  whji^Ie  of  that  .£ast  India  Stook.  ad- 
vanced at  different  idwt^  :v«av  to  the  best  of  your  recollection,  ^,0001.  w 
thereabouts?  •  ' 

,A.  Itwas^tothe  best  pf  my  recollectioH.  •    .  i 

Q.  What  is  the  interest  at  five  per  cent  of  23,0001.  ?  •  f 

-A.  i,J5pl.,  '....,..'  .        ..»;•..: 

Q.  Wh^  was  the  dividend  upon  tJie  In(^a  Stock  at  the  time^tho^e  j)T>r* . 
chases  were  made,  whether  it  was  hot  eight  per  dent ;        ' 

A.  ,E}ght  per  cent^  .    1     ' 

'.  Q.  Calculating  upon  India  Stock,  what  does  the  dividend  ai  eighi  pe# 
cent,  amount  (o  ? 

A-  To  the  best  of  my  recollectbir,  tha^  stock  wasr  only  13,50Qi*    . 

Q.  Calculate  upon  a  given  sum.  of  14,5001.  what  would  it  be? 

A.  1,1601.  I  believe. 

Q.  Then  supposing  it  was  H>5001.  tl^ere  was  no  excess  of  interest  above 
the  dividend  at  that  time  ;  whether  t^h^  dividend  during  the  time  it  wa» 
in  the  possession  of  lord  Melville,  was  riot  advanced  from  eight  per  cent 
to  ten  and  a  half  per  cent?       .:         *    . 

A.  It  was  advanced  to  tofi  an4  9^  half  per  cent,  but  that  ¥pas  several  year» 
afterwards. 
'Q.  What  would  the  dividend  amount  to  annually  upom  U;0001.  Indi» 
Stock  at  ten  guineas  |)er  cent  ?    ,. 

A.  I  believe  1,5241.' lOs. 

Q.  It  was  stated,  upon  your  cross  exammatkm  ynih  regard  to  the  salary  of 
Lord  Melville,  that  it  had  been  brought  to  your  recollection  thatthere  were 
•ne  or  two  instances,  in  which  you  had  not  received  the  salary  of  Lord  MeU 
ville ;  but  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  done  so  ;  when  that  salary  was  so  received 
by  Mr.  W*ilson,  was  it  as  agent  to  yoU|  or  aa agent  to  Lord  Melville  I 

.A.  1  believe  he  received  it  as  agent  to  myself,  aa  it  was  placed  I  be- 
lieve in'^nost  instances  if  not  in  all,  to  the  credit  of  my  account,  at  Mrr 
Coutts's  in  the  first  Instance ;  and  afterwards  transferred  to  the  credit  of 
Lord  Mel  villus  account  current  with  me. 

Q.  A  good  many  questions  were  asked  upon  ctos9-e?^aminatini,  with 
rfgard  to  a  power  of  attorney  given  by  Lord  Melville  to  sell  and  transfer 

itocli^ 


sfock,  and  receive  ttic  dividendsjJMIM^  to  knoW  tlrtiethe^  this  paWet 
ofattorneyf6rth^sale  sLnd  trl^ri^^^^^^iHi  receipt  of  dindeilds,  yrzi 
In  the  usual  and  conunon  fornief^^^^^^PB  of  attorney  ^ 

A.  1  know  nothing  to  the  contra^^Mft  d6  not  know  jihat  I  eVer  ^w 
any.;  I  fancy  it  was  taken  by  my  banker,  but  I  do  not  knoW ;  I  certainly 
never  read  iti    • 

Q.  Do  ydu  recollect  an^  advance  of  money  fbf^  the  India  Stock,  fat 
Messrs.  Coutts,  when  your  account  was  so  low,  that  you  urere  obliged  to 
draw  from  the  Bank  a  particular  sum  for  the  purpose ) 

^  Mr.  Plom^r  objected. 
Mr.  Whijtbread  waved  the  question. 

Q.  As  you  were  a  good  deal  cross-examined  with  Tegtrd  to  thi^  state  of 
the  balances,  in  and  out  of  the  Bank,  whether  by  any  iofbrraation  upon 
which  you  can  depend,  or  any  recollection  that  you  have,  or  in  any  way, 
yovt  can  state  to  the  court  what  the  diflTerence  between  tlie  Bank  account' 
and  the  office  was  at  any  time)  or  times,  you'  were  Paymaster  of  the  Navy 
under  Lord  Melville  ? 
'  A.  I  cannot  state  it  from  memory. 

Q.  Could  you,  by  consulting  any  document,  sweiar  to  that  factf. 

A.  I  have  documents  in  the  hands  of  the  honoorable  managers,  by 
which  I  think  I  can  ascertain  it. 

Q.  I  wish  those  books  and  documents,  to  which  the  witness  refers,  o 
oe  put  before  him } 

Lord  Chancellor.  '*  What  are  those  documents,  by  whicb|  if 
ybu  Tefer  to  them,  you  shall  be  able  to  give  that  aniswer  i^ 

A.  They  are  books  which  I  kept  as  checks  upon  the  public  accounts, 
btft  no  part  of  the  public  accounts;  I  believe  theyjire  called  balance 
books. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  Was  this  book  lying  before- you,  and  were  the 
others,  to  which  you  have  referred,  kept'  by  yourself  when  yotr  wei^ 
Paymaster?  -^ 

A.  The  greatest  part  does  appear  to  be  kept  by  myself.  '' 

Q.  is  any  part  of  that  book  in  your  own  hand  wrinng  ? 

A.  his.  ^ 

Q.  How  long  did  you  continue  to  write  in  those  hfxiki } 
'  A.  I  cannot  state  that  with  any  accuracyjbitt  t  have  Hmtt^  tcry  lltfl^ 
in  them  for  many  years,  having  been  deprived  of  the, use  of  my  hand,* 
fiom  which  I  caanqt  write. 

Q.  When  you  ceaied  to  be  able  to  write  yourself,  who  kept  the  ^)Ook9 
for  you  ?  '  :       , 

A.  Principally  Mr.  Thomas  Wilson  of  the  Pay  Office. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  these  books  soWritten  by^  Mr.  Wilson?  '' 
•  A.  I  have  bestowed  upon  them  all  that  examination,  Wliich  I  have 
tliQQght  Bciccssary.  "     ' 

Q.  From  those  books  can  you  speak  to  the  account? 

A.  It  depends'  upon  the  questions  that  may  be  asked  me  from  these 
books. 

Q.  The  question  is  to  a  pa^icuiar  period,  the  3 1st  August,  178(5.  What 
was  the  out-staading  difference  at  that  time  in  the  Navy  Pay  office?  do 
you  know  what,  on  the  31st  August,  1786,  was  the  difference  between 
the  office  balance,  or.  that  with  which  the  Treasurer  was  charged  and  the 
Sank  balance? 

Lord 


,  liord  CkancdkNT.    Q.  b-t^^^|Bcj^cUl  book,  that  Jitaf4f  before 
A.  No,  it  b  mj  own  prtr at^lRK;  which  I  kq>t  as  a  check  upon  the 


Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  Can  you  speak  from  your  own  knowledge,  vrh^ 
ther  on  the  31st  of  August,  \1%S,  there  vas  a  difierence^of  6C),000I.  be* 
tveenthc  Office  balance  and  the  Bank  balance? 

A.  I  cannot  state  it  from  this  book,  I  must  have  also  the  concurrent 
testimony  of  books  kept  by  the  Bank? 

Q.  This  book  we  can  prove  by  the  Bank  clerk  that  is  here,  to  be  one  of 
the  banking  books  of  Lord  Melville. 

A.  I  can  speak  \%'ith  more  positive  knowledge  farther  on. 

Q.  It  was  asked  as  to  the  3  lit  of  December,  1787,  whether  yqu  know 
that  the  difference  at  that  time  was  53,  lool. } 

A.  I  have  already  stated,  that  I  must  have  the  concurrent  testimony  of 
the  Bank  books,  and  I  wish  to  give  a  little  explanation  of  this  account 
before  I  speak  upon  it,  if  I  have  your  Jjordships'  permission.  The  Trea- 
surer's balance,  which  was  returned  at  the  end  6f  this  month  as  well  as  all 
other  months,  consists  of  balances  in  three  different  branches  of  theolfice; 
«ach  of  those  branches  are  subdivided,  part  of  the  balance  in  each  branch 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  Treasurer  and  his  Paymaster,  for  the  purpose  of 
issuing  farther  sums  to  the  sub^accountants,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  oo 
the  public  payments,  and  the  other  parts  of  it  have  already,  been  issued 
to  the  sub-aocouotapis /or '  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  public  pay- 
ments; that  applies  to  that  part  which  remains  in  the  Treasurer's, hands 
for  the  purpose  I  have  descriSed  of  the  three  branches  collectively. 

Q.  It  is  asked  as  to  the  aggregate  of  what  ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  sub-accountants  and  Treasurer,  and  then  stale  what  is  the  diflfereoce 
fietweei^  that  and  the  money  in  the  Bank  ? 

A.  The  honorably  manager  wishes  me  to  state  that  part  of  the  balance 
which  the  first  <:lerk  of  each  branch  calculates  by  Anding  out  the  balance 
pf  the  subraccountants,  and  what  ought  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Treasu- 
rer. That  may  be  accurate  or  not  accurate,  and  the  balance  he  statc»8  to 
be  ill  ^he  Xr^^Mf^^s  hand,  may  be  stated  without  his  knowing  it  to  be 

Q.  State  the  difference  between  that  which  i*  ncitlitr  in  the  sub-ac- 
fcountants'  hand,  nor  In  the  Bank,  but  in  yours  > 

A.  On  the  31st  December,  1787,  if  the  sub-accountants  were  right  in 
making  up  their  balance,  there  was  a  difference  of  53,1001.  between  the 
sum  which  the  first  clerk  said  ought  to  be  in  the  Treasurers  hands,  and 
the  sura  which  ^a*  »d  ^^^  Bank. 

Qi.  Now  refer  to  the  3lst  of  May,  1788  ? 

A.  Will  yoiu:  Lordships  allow  me  to  speak  from  this  account  in  my 
hand  instead  of  the  book  ? 
•  Q.  What  is  that  paper  > 

A.  An  account  i  have  collected  from  an  examination  of  the  book^^ 
and  Xkf  Bank  books.  z 

N|r.  Whitbreadf    Q.  Do  you  know  that  upon  the  3Lstof  May,  1788« 
there  was  a  dift*v.Tence  in  the  way  I  stated  Ljefore  of  61,()00i  ? 
^  *^.  There  appears  to  be  ^uch  a  difference. 

"Q.  Is  that  subject  to  the  same  explanation  that  you  made  of  the  former 
entry? 

A.  It  is. 

■         '  Mr. 


21«« 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  RcfcPfe  Mi^|^^BIt90,  has  there  not  tken  i 
different  subject  to  the  same  expIaiMiti»l|^4^800l.  ?  ' 

A.  The  statement  is  accurate.  ^—        • 

Q.  Refer  to  the  3l8t  of  March,  1793>  whether  there  w^s  not  a  balance  of 
102,3881.  9s.  8d.  ? 

A.  There  appears  to  be  that  difference. 

Q.  Refer  to  the  3  !st  of  October,  1T93,  whether  there  was  not  the  ^m 
Ahen  of  1 15,0001.  difference,  subject  to  the  same  explanation  ? 

A.  Ther«  appear^  to  have  bee.n  that  difference  existing  at  that  time. 

Q.  Refer  io  the  30th  of  April,  1794,  was  there  not  then  161,4251.  Hs,  94 

A.  That  appears  also  to  be  correct  ? 

Q.  Refer  to  26th  February,  1T94,  was  there  not  a  balance  of  209,8751. 
I7s.  9d.  ? 

A.  There  was. 

Q.  Refer  to  the  50th  of  April,  1795,  was  the  balance  then  310,3251 
ns.  7d.?'  ■ 

A.  The  account  which  I  hold  ig  ray  hand  difl^rs  twppence. 

Q.  It  is  17s.  9d.  ?    ' 

A.  That  is  right. 

Q.  Refertothe  31st  of  March,  17P6,  was  not  the  balance  194,5001.  f 

A.  That  appears  to  be  correct.  * 

Q.  On  the  29th  of  February  of  the  same  year,  was  it  not  216,8411 
148.  2d.? 

A.  That  also  appears  to  1>e correctly  taken  from  these  books. 

Q.  On  the  30th  of  June,  1797,  was  it  not  281,7591.  Ss!  5d.  > 

A.  That  appears  to  be  correct. 

Q.  On  the  30th  of  September,  1798,  was  k  222,5001.  ? 

A.  That  appears  to  be  correctly  taken. 

Q.  On  the  30th  of  Noven^ber,  1799,  was  it  223,0001.  Os.  2|d.^ 

A.  Tliat  appears  to  be  correctly  taken  also. 

Q.  On  the  30th  of  April,  1800,  the  month  preceding  Lord  Melville^i 
quitting  the  Navy  Pay  Office,  was  there  not  the  sum  of  344,500f.  > 

A  There  appears  to  be  fhaf  4>ff^cnce  between  the  books. 

Q.  It  is  wished  to  recat  yodr  attention  to  the  30th  of  December,  179iJ; 
was  not  the  balance  then  stnick,  and  no  difference  appeared  ? 

A.  The  balance  was  struck,  and  no  difference  appeared ;  but  some  tit 
planation  may  be  necessary  upon  that. 

Jjord  Chancellor.    Q.  Give  that  explanation. 

A.  That  this  balance  may  not  accurately  have  been  paid  .«p,  in  the 
Bank  books  I  have  taken  in  the  balance  the  drafts  I  niay  have  dravm  upoi^ 
the  Bank,  and  which  might  not  have  been  presented ;  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther there  were  any  such,  but  if  there  wpfe  they  wc^e  taken  in^  my 
balance. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  My  Lords,  I  beg  leave  to  say  I  ofto  proire 
the  balances  every  month  down  to  1800,  and  indeed  larger  ba* 
lances  than  these  balances,  but  I  only  take  this  mode  of  ascertiain* 
ifig  things;  as  most  convenient.  I  am  not  aware  that  I  cam  add 
any  thing  to  the  re-examination,  I  do  not  think  I  haVe  asked  a 
single  question  which  does  not  refer  to  the  former  cross-examina- 
tion, if  I  have,  the  learned  counsel  will  point  out  where  it  is. 

Mr.  Plomer  submitted,  that  he  was  entitled  to  re-examine  the 

w^tpcss  upon  any  new  jnatter  which  bad  been  examined  co»  and 
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staled  he  meailt  to  Confine  himself  merely  to  explain  themiatler 
enqaired  into,  respecting  money  that  was  drawn  by  the  noble 
defendant  by  requisitions,  which  weie  immediately  carried  to  the 
diesr  account. 

Mr.  Whitbread  stated,  that  having  founded  that  enquiry  upon 
the  cross-examination  of  the  witness,  and  having  asserted  the 
rlghs  of  the  Commons  to  refuse  the  exanynation  of  the  counsel, 
the  Commons  relinquished  that  right  at  that  time  in  order  thtic* 
fhere  might  not  Appear  the  least  wish  on  their  part  to  keep  bdck 
any  thing  that  the  learned  couqsel  should  get  out  of  the  witness  ia 
favour  of  Lord  Melville. 

Mr.  Plomer.  Q.  Whether  the  sums  stated  to  be  drawn  and  carried 
to  the  chest  account  of  Lord  Melville,  were  in  the  whole,  or  m  pkrt,  applied 
to  the  use  of  Lord  Melville,  or  had  he  any  benefit -or  eBiolum^nt  from 
them?  » 

A.  I  am  totally  ignorant  Of  the  application  of  them,  exc(*pting  in  the 
rase  of  40,0001.  which  had  been  advanced  to  Boyd  and  Benfield,  and 
which  I  only  learned  firom  what  has  passed  in  public. 

Q.  k  that  40,0001.  comprehended  within  the  head  just  mentioned,  of 
money  drawn  by  requlsitidns  and  carried  immediately  to  the  chest 
acount? 

A.  It  was,  and  may  serve  to  shewthe  nitnreof  the  requisitions  that 
were  made,  from  that  sum  of  money  having  been  made. more  llie  subject 
of  public  discussion  than  any  of  .the  other  sums  which  have  be^n  advanced 
to  his  Lordship. 

Q.  Whether  any  part  of  the  sums  that  you  employed  to  purchase 
stock,  or  in  any  other  way  for  the  benefit  of  Lord  Metville,  stood  in  the' 
same  predicament  of  being  immediately  carried  to  the  chest  aocount? 
A.  Not  any  of  them. 

Q.  You  have  stated  that  a  book  of  yours  which  you  referred  x6\  a  pri- 
vate book  of  yours,  was  in  the  possession  of  the  managers ;  how  long  has 
that  private  book  been,  in  possession  of  the  managers  > 

A.  Ever  since  the  day  in  which  I  had  the  misfortune  to  meet  with  the 
<li^leasure  of  the  other  House :  1  do  not  recollect  the  date^ 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  Whether  you  have  any  knowledge  of  your  own 
'With  the  exception  of  that  posterior  knowledge  you  have  gained,  with  re- 
gard to  the  application  of  the  40,0001.  do  you  .know  any  thing  of  the  ap* 
1>lication  of  other  sums }  '  ■    ' 

A.  I  have  noknowledge  whatever  of  the  application  of  them. 
Q.  Are  we  correct  in  supposing  tliat  the  Loyalty  Ijoan  money  was 
transferred  from  the  account  ciKxent  to  the  chest  account  ? 
A.  It  was. 

Q.  Whether  Lord  Melville  was  not  credited  for  the  dividends  upon  the 
Loyalty  Loan  up  to  the  period  at  which  that  loan  was  sold  f 
A.  I  believe  he  was. 

The  witness  then  underwent  a  long  exatninarion  by  Lords 
Stanhope,  Suffolk,  Eldon,  Muli^rave,  Lauderdale,  Carlton,  Auck- 
land,  Radnor,  Caernarvoni  Buckinghamshire,  Bishop  of  St. 
Asaph,  and  others. 

Mr.  Whitbread.     *•  The*Coramons  now  propose  to  bring  be- 

*2  F  fore 
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fort  th»  court  the  Order  of  Council  directed  to  the  Nalrj  Hf-' 
Officf) 

Sir  Stephen  Coiicrel  wls  rofomf  and  examined  by  Mr.  Whit- 
'  bread.  - 

Q.  What  is  the  book  before  you  ? 

A.  A  volome  of,  the  council  Registers. 

Q.  b  there  in  that  book  an  order,  dated  the  9th  of  August  1799,  pu^ 
pelting  to  be  for  the  regulation  of  the  Navy  Pay  Ofiice } 

A.  There  is. 

Q*  Have  you  the  meaioiial  upon  which  that  order  in  council  was 
f^odedt  . 

A.  I  have. 

The  counsel  for  Viscount  Melville  admitted  the  signature  of  hit 
Lordship  to  the  said  memorial.  ^ 

The  same  was  read  from  the  register  of  ihc  Pi  ivy  Council  as 
(bllomrt: 

'*  TRC  MEMORIAL  OP  RENAY  BUVDAS 

V  To  the  lCikg*s  Most  EsceUeni  Mqjesty  in  Council^ 

^*  Most  humbly  fthewetH, 

'^  That  the  office  «rhich  be  hath  th^  honour  to  hold,  as  Trei» 
^'  sorer  of  voor  Majesty's  Navy,  was  settled  by  an  order  of  King 
^<  William  in. council,  the  25cnday  of  May  iOQ/Q^  since  which 
*<  time  the  business  of  the  same  has  been  greatly  augmented,  and 
'*  mtftiy  adtlitions  made  to'  tFe  estaiSlishment.  It  has  heen  regulated 
^  by  a.Uie  act  of  parliament  founded  upon  the  reports  of  .the 
**  commissioners  of  accounts,  and  the  mode  of  conducting  it  al- 
'*  tered  in  various  paiticulars.    Your  memorialist  is  satisfied  that 
<*  these  regulations   will  be  attended  with  the  most   beneficial 
••  coA^quentes.     With  this  view,  his'  duty  to  your  Majesty  and 
'  **  to  the  public  has  actuated  him  to  give  an  artentive  consideration 
^<  to  the  whole  conduct  and  establishment  of  the  office  :  and  ia 
**  full  persuasion  of  b^io£  ible  to  execute  the  business  of  it  in  a 
^*  manner  consistent  wtm  the  late  regulations,  he  most  humbly 
**  presumes  to  submit  to  yoyr  Majesty^s  approbation  an  arrange* 
'^  ment  of  the  whole^  calculated  upon  principles  of  real  cecooomy, 
**  and  formed  upon  a  system  to  eiitpedite  with  dispatch  the  v^ious 
*<  brmnches  of  ihe  department  entrusted  to  his  charge. 

*•    H£NRY  DUMDAS.'* 

The  arrangement  was  then  stated,  but  being  similar  to  the  sub- 
sequent paper!  entitled  Establishment  of  the  Navy  Pay  Office,  we 
have  not  in'sei  ted  it. 

The  clei  k  of  the  court  read  the  order  in  council,  ibiroded  upon 
diis  memorialt  in  the  following  terms :  ' 
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'*  At  the  Court  at  St.  Jameses  the  9th  of  Jugusi^n^Sn 

**  PRESENT, 

<<  l>e  King's  Mo»t  Excellent  Majesty, 
^uke  of  RichmoncT  **  Viscount  Hinchinbrokt 

laiquis  of  Carmarthen  **  Viscount  Galway 

art  of  Salisbury  'V  I^ord  Sydney 

arl  of  Leicester  "  Mr.  Pitt 


Whereas  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dondas,  Treasurer  of 
Majesty's  Navy,  hath  represented  to  his  Majesty  at  thia 
d,  that  since  the  office  of  Treasufcr  of  his 'Majesty  V  Naty 

settled  by  the  order  made  in  council  by  King  William  the 
rd,  bearing  date  the  25th  of  May,  1699,  the  business  of  the 

office  has  been  greatly  augmented,  and  many  additions 
e  to  this  establishment.  That  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  hif 
esty's  Navy  has  been  r^Mlat^d  by  a  late  act  pf  parliament, 
ided  u|ion  the  reports  ofthe  commissioners  of  accounts,  and 
mode  of  conducting  the  said  office  altered  in  various  par* 
lars*     And  whereas  the  said  treasurer  of  hia  Majesty's  Navy 

after  an  attentive  consideration  to  the  whole  conduct  ana 
blisbment  of  the  office  submitted  fur  his  Majesty *b  appro* 
an,  an  arrangement  of  the  whole  calculated  upon  the  piin- 
ss  of  real  ceconomy,  and  consistent  with  the  f egutatiuns 
le  by  i^riiamcnt  as  above,  ^hicn  is  as  follows': 


JSstabiishmeHt  of  tfte  Navy.  Paj/  Office. 


'*  'f 
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aster  to  the  Navy 


Poff  Brmnch. 
iy  paymaster  •••«•••••«••. ..i^r. 

3lerk  for  payment  of  wages  at  Plymouth 
. •••••.*••••••-.•.••«•  Portsmouth 


4.00 
'J30 


d  ditto 


.Chatbamj'iSO 
Plymouth  200 


•  .••••/•.•••.•••..••  Pbrtsmoutl) 

• • Chatham 

:lerk  for  paymept  ot  seamen's  wages  in 

n...«^ •••... • 

d  ditto    ditto 

:lerk  ^r  making  up  ships'  books    ... 

i  ditto    ditto... 

issistant  clerks  tor  paying  wages,  &c. 


d  ditto 
ditto^ 
ci  ditto 
iitto 
ditto 
Ih  ditto 


ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 
ditto 


200 
200 

200 
180 

ISO 

162 

90 

90 

SO 
80 

SO 
70 

ro 


♦»f2 


L.    H.  d. 

'600  *  • 


2^82  5 


N<BO^ 


.  "SSO* 


Navy  Bratich.  , 

Cashier  of  the  Navy  attending  payment  of 
bill§  r^ -..-- 

Chief  derk  to  ditto. .-•-.. --.... 

Ledger  writpr  for  the  navy  branch  •-..'... 

First  ledger  copier •• 

Second  ditto 

Assistant  to  the  cashier  for  paying  bills  ... 

Ditto  to  the  chief  clerk  for  attending  Ex- 
chequer.............,..,,,  •.«•...,, 

rictualling  Branch. 
Cashier  of  victualling  for  attending  payment 

ofbills 

Chief  clerk  for  ditto 

'Ledger  writer  ....  —  ............... 

'  First  ledger  copier  ................ . . 

Second  ditto 

Asssistant  tp  the  cashier  for  paying  bills 

AocoutUanfs  Branch. 
AccouiUtaifit   for   bringing  up  the  old  and 
keeping  up  the  new  accounts  .^. .....•• 

Chief  ^rk  for  ditto-., .,..,.•.... 

SecontP&ittd  for  ditto  . ....•••..,. .--••r« 

Tterd  ditto  fcTr  ditto 

Fourth  ditto  for  ditto  .•....••«•••«*•*-• 
"Fifth  ditto  for  ditto-7  . 

$ixth  ditto  for  ditto  ..----- ,-•• 

Seventh  ditto  for  ditto   '.*-*.-.---•----  —  - 

Eighth  ditto  for  ditto  . --• 


/..  s,     d. 


400  - 

250  . 

200  . 

l62  3 

90  - 

80  . 

80  . 


L. 


9. 


400 
230 
200 
16*2 

90 
80 


Inspector's  Britnch. 

Inspector's  of  seamen's  wills  and  powers 

of  attorney  .-...-•.-•-••-•••--••-- 

Assistant  to  ditto ....-...-'•  — 

Messenger     -  — • ^. .--.,♦-.--  r 

The  seven  clerks  at  901.  per  annum  to 
be  allovi^cdalsQ  twenty  shillings  a  week 
for  every  week  they  shall  actually  attend  ; 
the  seven  at  80l.  to  be  allowed  (ifieen 
shillings  per  week  ;  ^nd  the  three  at  701. 
to  be  allowed  ten  shillings  in  the  same 
manner ;  the  weeks  which  they  shall  ac- 
tually attend  to  be  certified  to  the  n^vy 
board  by  the  payipaster,  who  are  to  tnake 
OBt  bills  for  the  same  under  the  head  of 
udditional  salaries.  All  travelling  and 
other  incidental  expences  arising  m  the 
oflRce,  to  \>c  paid  ou^  of  monies  impresied 


J  ^'i 


400 
250 

162 
90 

90 

80 
80 
70 


3 
3 


300 

150 

75 


1,262     3 


3     - 


1,162     S 


. '  » 


I,38i4     6 


525 


254* 


*lTm>  the  Trcasii^er^s   hindsi  Un^er   Che 
•  head  of  money  =to  pay  contingeaCies  upon 
orders  from  the  i^ayniaster  or  chief  clerk 
of  each  branch,  t^'  the  officer  Wh6pays 
the  same;  and  the  payftiast^r'.is  ta^xa* 
mine  the  said  contingent  account  with  the 
said  orders,  which  6nding  r'glit,  he  shallt 
certify  the  amount  to  the  commtssionbrsj 
of  the  Navy,  who  are  upon  such  ^ythpri 
rity  to  allow  the  same.  All  fees  whatever 
to  be  discontinued  excepting  that  of  the 
odd  penc^  deducte^d  frocn  suma  paid,  and 
no  furtber  gratuities  are  hereafter  to  be 
allowed  for. bringing  up  the accbuiits. of 
the  £x«Treasurer. 

Cotidactan. 
Chief  conductor,  money  sorter,  and  officer 
for  paying  contingencies -•••*•.••..••. 
Money  conductor  at  Portsmouth    .....i*. 

Pitto  .«.-.;:.<.?•-. iBlymoufli  ...•.*..•--• 
pitto.,. ^..«  Chatham  '.«* -* 

I 

ffouse  and  Door  Keeper,  Messengers,,  if  c,  . 
H6u*  keeper  ^'     - 


't.    d. 


Keepers  of  ships  books;  itaonej^carrtcr}  'ami 

door  keeper  to  the  pay  room  ...a^.*^* 
Messengers,  five,  at  751.  per  annum  ...•• 
Porter  at  tbc  pay  office  in  town  •••«.«••» 
Watchmen,  two  at  SOl.  each  »...»...  ^•. 
^argemaster     .••..... ^••.. 


$50.    ^    • 


Ni 


»w 


66S    '    ' 
9,128     15.- 


*'  His  Majesty  having  taken  the  satd  representation,  and-  the 
**  proposed  establishment  of  the  Navy  Pay  Ofi}ce,.into  his  fibyai 
**  consideration,  and  having  received  the  opinion  of  a  committee 
^<*  to  his  Majesty's  Most  Honomble  Privy  Council  thereupon,  it 
••  pleased,  with  the  advice  of  his  Privy  Council,  to  approver  of  the 
**  said  proposed  establishment  of  the  Navy  Pay  Office,  and  to  or- 
:**  der,  (as  it  is/ hereby  ordered,)  that  the  Right  Honorable  the 
*'  Lords  Commissioners  of  his  Majesty's  Treasury,  and  iheoom- 
*'  missioners  for  executing  the  office  of  Lord  Hig^  Admiral  of 
**  Great  Britain,  to  give  all  the  necessary  directions  for  carrying  the 
•*  same  into  effe^«     •   .  , 

^  "  W;  Fawkener.'* 

Lord  Lauderdale.  ^<  As  Mr.  Trottef  may  be  fatigued  With. this 
long  examination,  I  shall  not  now  require  he  should  again  be 
called  in  to-day,  but  I  gjve  notice-chat  I  shall  expevt -his  attend- 
ance'on  the  next  d.ay  of  our  meeting.''      .     .   *   • 

6  Mr,- 


Mr«  Morm.  ^  On  tbc  fut^ihc  lajm^gen  I  lave  i»  propoie 
to  call  «  witne89  to  shew  out  of  what  fund  certaia  monies  tiMH  bd4 
been  spoken  of  were  paid.  It  will  appear  they  were  in  fact  peid 
out  of  monies  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Trotter,  and  applied  to  the  ad* 
mmtise  of  Lord  Melvilky^as  they  operated  to  reoJce  somt  he  Iftd 
over*drawn. 

Mr.  Robert  TroiUr  was  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr^Morrti, 

Q.  Are  yon  not  a  writer  to  the  Sigueti  and  brother  to  Afexandet 
Trotter,  the  last  witness  I  . 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  Did  yon  in  thayear  17S7  reeeite  any  directions  from  year  fafo*^ 
Iher,  Alexander  Trotter,  to  pay  any  money  on  account  of « the  noble 
defendeot,  into  the  house  of  S&r  WilUam  Fort>es  and  Co.  and  Mansfiald 
and  Co.? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  the  sums  into  the  hands  of  those  persons,  and  what 
were  the  sums  I 

A.  I  did  pay  them. 
,  Q.  Whatwero  the  sums  r 

A.  I  paid  in  to  Messia.  Mansfiald,  Ramsay,  and.Co.  5»374L 

Q.  What  paper  is  that  in  youriiand?  ^    . 

-  A.  A  letter  from  my. brother  to  met 


The  managers  for  the  Cbmmons  stated  that  it  w^s  f 
whieb  was  in  evidence  yesterday^  from  which  Mr«  Alejund^ 
Trotter  refreshed  his  me/noiy ,   ... 

The  witness  said, 

.A.  And  to  Sur  William  fbrbes -90001. 

Q.  Are  you  speakiag  to  the  fact  from  your  own  recoRection,  or  only 
hecaose  you  see  it  inthat  letteH'  

A.  I  did  not  recollect  the  least  of  it  till  I  looked  into  my  books. 

Q.  Are  tkose  books  by  which  you  refreshed  your  memory,  books  of* 
your  own  keeping  I 

A.  Th^  are  books  written  by  my  own  clerics, 

Q.  Are  they  not  your  own  books  f 

A.  Yes. 

,Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  of  the  fact  of  having  paid  the  sums  P 

Mr.  Adam.  ~^.  AVliether  these  books  are  in  bis  own  hand  writing J^ 

A.  No,  in  the  hand  writing  o/  my  clerk.  , 

**  Mv  Lord,  I  submit  that  the  witness  cannot  refresh  his  memory 
from  tnHe  books/' 

The  Lord  Chancellor.    Q.  What  is  that  paper  ? 

A.  An  account  between  my  brother  and  me,  dated  the  31st  of 
December,  1787. 

Q.  Is  that  account  signed  by  you  } 

A.  Uis...  . 

Q.  Does  that  account  oootwn'  the  sums  in  question  I 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  but  the  £ust  is  perfe9tly  exact,  because  i^  was  an 
account  furnished  by  myself.  \ 

Q.  Does 


Qi  Dd«  that  accoutit  tiiatte  jou  to  stj,  that  tti«  ttiins  t«ene  pttf^ 
>iDlo  these  liouses  ? 

A.  I  have  no  doubt  but  they  wer#» 

Q.  What  m^e  the  aoms  I 

A.  3,374L  to  Messrs.  ManafieU,  Ramsay,  and  Co*  aod  dOOOL  to  Sia 
V^illiam  Forbes  and  Co. 

Q^  What  is  the  date  of  these  paymeoU  ?  < 

A.  The  ^3d  ofialy,  1787. 

Q.  Did  you,  in  pursuance  of  the  directions  of  that  letter,  transout 
any  recet|>ts  from  those  housea  upon  paym^ntof  tho^  sams  of  moxiejf 

A«  Yes,  I  sent  them  to  my  brother;  when  1  say  so,  i  speak  froaa 
looking  into  my  letter,  and  these  accounts,  because  I  have  no  reooU^ 
tioa  of  the  traasactions  myself. 
'  Q»  Affe  these  accountt  signed  by  yonrself ? 

A.  Yea.  ' 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  having  macie  any  other  payments  in  17SS  ta 
iLe  same  house  on  account  of  the  noble  defendant  ? 

A4  I  did,  at  feust  I  see  so  Ircm  my  bctoks;  . 

Q.  Is  that  account  signed  by  you  f  *  ' 

A.  It  is.    I 

Q.  Does  that  enable  you  to  state,  that  yM  tnade  these  paymenia  \% 
1789?     <    .  J    :        ,  :    •    '  '     ' 

A.  1  have  ix>  doubt  of  it. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  those  payments  ? 

A.  ,2,0001.  to  Sir  William  Forbes  find  Co.,  and  3,00OL  to  Messn. 
Mahisficld  and  Co. 

Q.  'What  is  the  ddte  6f  'diose  p&yments  ?  ^  « 

A.  SOQOl.  to  Sir  William  Forbes  and  Co.  was  paid  upon  the  14ch  o( 
July,  1789,  and  30001.  upon  the  17  th  of  the  same  month  and  year. 

Q.  Did  you  also  transmit  receipts  #f  those  paymeuts  to  your  bm« 
ther?  '  • 

A.  I  did  not  believe  I  did  at  that  time ;  but  afterwards,  upon  settlinj» 
accounts*  the  vouchers  for  those  (Payments  were  delivered  'up  ;  I  fee 
by  the  bottom  here,  that  iny  brother  ackudwledgea  having  i^oeived  ail 
Che  last  account. 

Cross^xamined  bof  Mr.  Adam.  -        • 

Q,  Whether  you  have  any  recollection  of  these  circumstances,  f  x- 
cept  frdm  the  entries  in  your  books,  and  the  accounts  jou  have  seen.? 

yA»  I  have  not  the  lea&t. 

Q.  Can  you,  from  any  collateral  drcumstances,  bring  to  your  recoI<» 
lection  these  payments  ? 

By  Mr.  Morris.  Q.  Is  the  account  to  which  you  allude  as  refresh* 
ing  your  memotyt  the  signed  account  to  which  you  before  alluded  ?^ 

A.  It.is. 

The  witness  was'directed  to  witbdrawr. 

7%^  Sir  fViUiam  Fyrbcs  being  sworfif  was  examined  by  Mr. 

Merriu 

Qf.  Are  you  a  banker  at  Edinburgh? 
A*  1  ^m. 


«t4* 

i;;Q.  Did  Lord  MelviUe  keep  an  accoaot  lyith  you  f 

A,  He  did,  and  he  does  still. 

Q.  Was  that  account  in  1787  against  the  uoble  defendant  ? 

A»  It  was. 

Q.  Is  it  the  practice  of  your  house  to  charge  with  the  payment  of 
interest  all  sums  overdrawn  on  account  by  any  person  keeping  money 
with  your  house  ? 

A.  It  is. 
"  Q.  -From  that  being  the  general  usage  of  the  house,  do  you  believe 
that  that  was  the  course  with  respect  to  Lord  Melville  ? 
•  A.  It  was. 

Q.  Were  the  acpouuts  of  Lord  Melville  with  your  house  regularly 
transmitt^  to  him  ? 

A.  Our  general  practice  is,  to  transmit  the  accounts  at  the  end  of 
the  year;  and  Lord  Melville's  accounts  were  sent.  I  will  not  po^i- 
tireiy  say  they  were  sent  every  year,  sometimes  they  might  be  omitted ; 
but  in  general  our  practice  is  always  to  send  the  accounts. 

Q.  Was  any  objection  ever  made  by  l4ord  Melville  to  the  sum  of 
2,0001.  being  charged  over  and  above  the  sum  received  ? 

A.  Not  that  I  ever  knew  of;  and  I  beheve  he  made  none, 
f  Q.  Was  any  objection  ever  taken  as  to  the  second  1,0001.  in  iTS^i 
as  well  as  20001.  in  1789  ? 
A.  Noy  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Cross  examined  by  Mr,  Adam, 

Q.  Whether  all  the  letters  of  your  corresi>ondence  wliich  you  had 
with  Lord  Melville  have  not  been  transmitted  to  the  managers,  aud 
how  long  ago? 

A.  In  July  last  we  received  a  requisition  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Impeachment  to  transmit  copies  of  the  letters,  and  copies  of  the  ac- 
counts, that  should  i-elate  to  Lord  Melville's  accounts  from  tbe  year 
1784  to  1800,  those  copies  were  all  sent  up  to  the  managers  at  that 
period.  There  are  many  other  letters  which  did  not  relate  to  those 
aocountSy  which  of  course  we  did  not  take  any  notice  of. 

Q.  Have  all  the  letters  which  relate  to  the  accounts  on  both  sides, 
been  transmitted  ? 

A.  I  certainly  believe  tliat  copies  of  them  have. 

Q.  Either  individually  irom  you,  or  from  your  house  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Have  all  the  accounts,  or  copies  of  all  the  accounts,  between 
you  and  Lord  Meiville,  during  all  the  time  his  Lordship  has  dealt  with 
your  house,  been  transmitted  to  the  managers? 

A«  Only  during  the  period  included  in.the  requisition ;  from  1782 
to  1 800  they  have  alt  been  transmitted: 

Q.  \Vere  those  likewise  transmitted  in  the  month  of  July  last  ? 

A.  Not  all:  the  first  requisition  of  the  honorable  managers  went 
from  1784  to  1800.  We  afterwards  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Whit- 
bread,  wishing  to  have  two  years  farther  back,  stating  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  made  a  mistake.  We  wrote,  that  without  a  fresh  order,  we 
could  not  with  propriety  send  them.  'When  that  order  came,  about  a 
month  ago,  for  us  to  send  up  the  originals,  we  thought  we  could  have 
no  difficulty  in  sending  up  the  copies  of  the  two  former  years,  and  w« 
did  send  them  accordingly. 

Q.  Whether 


ass* 

t).  II^Eether  fi^emyoiir  i^ooks,  or  frdin  yoor  knowledge  of  the  state 
of  your  account,  it  appears  that  Lord  Melville  stood  indebted,  or 
otbervri$e,  to  tbo  housaat  that  period  ? 

A.  Lord  Melville  hais  stood  indebted  to  the  house  during  the  whole 
of  that  period. 

Q.  Ha§  it  been  thecustocB  of  your  house  regularly  to  charge  interest 
for  that  balance  ?  , 

-A^  Constantly..  I  mfTely/jpfak  with  the  exception,  in  point  of  fact, 
of  a  trifling  sum  of  money,  19I.  7s.  which  I  see  allowed  to  Lord.  Mel- 
ville for  money  as  in  our  hands;  but  1  do  not  think  that  any  excep- 
tk>o  scarcely  to  Jthe  general  rule.    .         -         . 

Q.  Has  money  been  advjanced  by  you,  during  tli at  period,  to  Lord 
Melville  upon  his  bonds  ?  ; 

A.  it  has. 

Q.  Has  his  Lordship  hacj  mone}'  advancca  to  him  upon  the  guarjEiQ- 
iee^  aiKl  security  ol  any  frieaids  since  thai  iime  ?     ' 
A.  He  has.  ^ 

Q.  Has  he  paid  interest  upon  the  loans  ?         ,       ' 
A.  Most  certainly.  .  '  . 

Q.  is  it  to  be  understood  that  his  Lordship  has  paid  interest  during 
the  w-bofe  period  of  those  loans  ? 

.   A.  Yes,  up  to  the  1st  of  January  last;  tlie  interest  is  commonly 
paid  once  a  year. 

Q.  Whether  it  is  not  customary  for  bankers  in  Scotland  to  allow  in*^ 
terest  u^on  mooisy  left  in  tlieir  hands  by  tht^ir  customers  ? 
A.  It  is. 

Q.  How  inuch  do  they  allow/  . 

A,  Upon  a  current  account  they  allovv  three  per  cient.  If  it  is  looged 
upon  a^te  to  lie  six  mooth^,  it  ie  generally  'four  pei:  <!ent.  / 

Q.  VVhether  you  have  at  different  times  yourself  petsotially,  and 
Jrour  house  Ukewise,  in  their  capacity  of  bankers,  pi-essed  Lor^  ^Jel-* 
jri^e  for  the  pa^mei^  erf  ^he  sums  of  money  tba^  wete  due  to  yoii  ^ 

A.  Never  myself,  but  our  liouse  did  write  to  Lord  Melville,  to  say* 
they  should  be  very  gladj  if  it  would  be  convenient  for  his  lordAip  t6 
lieduc^ -the  balances^  bec^avse  tbey  wepe  at  that  time  large. 

Lord  Lauderdale.  Q.  For  what  length  of  time  hav^  yOu  beeft  a 
banker  in  Scotland  ?  .  . 

A. 'liver  since  the  year  1*7.61. 

Q.  Has  your  contract  of  co-partnership  frequently  cpcplred  f 
A.  SfcvecaJ  Usies^ 

Q.  Upon  those  occasions  h  it  the  custom  of  your  partners  to  execute 
tnutual  releases  ?        . 

A.  As  our  partnership  has  generally  been  Continued  under  the  same 
ptrtoea^  sometiBies  with  die  e>K:eption.of  those  who  have  died  in  the 
interval,  and  new  ones  have  coiue  mi,  as  the  $aine  partners  generally 
continued  on  the  firm  of  the  house,  we  seldom  have  b^eo  so  Scrupulous 
•8 10  ex^ute  jreieases,  exaepl  osce^  wiben  a  parttier  died,  and  left  tk 

Q.  Did  that  release  contain  a  clause  obliging  the  partners  to  destroy 
Vouchers  ?    . 
*   A.  No,  I  do  Dot  beUe^^e  ii  SdL 

I'he  witness  tras  ordered  lo.withdraW* 

*3  o  thtxk 
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Then  Mr*  James  Mansfield  was  swofn^  and  examined  by  Mr. 

Morris. 

Q.  1  wish  you  to  state  to  the  court,  whether  you  are  not  a  btrnkcr 
at  Ldmburj^b?* 
A .  I  am. 

Q.  Had  Lord  Melville  any  account  wiih  you  } 
A.   iiebad. 

Q.  Whethur  )Q  the  year  \7^7  Lord  Melville  was  not  indebted  to 
roi:r  htiust  ? 

A.  lie  was. 

Q.  Was  any  payment  made  into  your  house  on  account  of  Lord 
Melvillp  in  the  y«*ar  1787,  and  to  what  amount  ? 

A.  Upon  the  *^'3d  of  July. 

Mr.  PJomer.     Q.  Are  those  books  in  your  own  hand  writing  ? 

A.  Tlify  are  not, 

Mr.  Moi  iis.  Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  of  the  fact  of  that  payment 
haviijg  been  made  ? 

A.  None, 

Lord  CtatKellor.    Q.  I>y  what  means  are  you  satisfied  of  the  fact? 

A.  From  referring  lo  our  casli  book. 

Mr,  Morris.  Q.  H  is  any  account  bnen  delivered  to  Lord  Melville, 
or  ibe  agents  of  Lcrd  Melville,  of  the  state  ol  his  accounts  with  your 
house  ? 

A.  'llierc  have  been  several  delivered  to  his  agent<^. 

Q.  VVas  any  objection  then  taken  to  the  accuracy  of  that  account? 

A.  None. 

Q.  Can  you  state  the  amount  of  the  sum  paid  into  the  account  of 
the  noble  lurd. 

Mr.  Adam.  Q.  Did  the  witness  deliver  the  account  himself  to  any 
agent  to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  I  did  not.  n 

Mr.  Morris.  Q.  Is  it  the  practice  of  your  house  to  transmit  suck. 
.  accounts  to  persons  keeping  money  with  you  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  What  was  the  state  of  Lord  D^leKtlle's  account  in  the  year 

Mr.  Adam  submitted  that  at  present  the  managers  were  not  iff^ 
a  situation  to  give  any  evidence  upon  rhc  subject. 

Q.  Was  the  noble  lord  indebted  to  your  house  at  that  time  } 

A.  He  wa?«. 

Lord  Chanc^llnr.    Q.  How  do  you  know  that  ?   . 

A.  Hv  referrins  to  our  books. 

Q.  is  it  the  usage  of  your  house  to  charge  interest  upon  the  sumi 
that  arc  overdrawn  ibr  your  cu&tomers  ? 

A.   It  always  is. 

Q.  Had  Lord  Melville  given  any  securities  which  were  then  in  the 
posi>r  i^siou  ol  your  liousci  in  respect  of  which  he  was  liable  to  pay 
inteiesi } 

A.  No  farther  at  that  time  than  a  draft  upon  the  house. 

Q.  Did  the  payment  of  those  sums  into  the  account  operate  to  the 
reduction  of  the  interest  which  was  payable  by  Lord  Melville  ? 

3  Lord 
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Lord  Chancellor,    **  We  have  no  sum^  Mr,  Morris."        - ' 
Mr.  Morris.     ♦*  My  Lord,  I  uudcrstood  the  lasi  witness  had 

proved  the  sums." 

Lord  Ghancellor.     •*  Yes,  but  the  statement  of  ihc  account 

with  this  witness  is  not  proved." 

.  Mr.  Morris.    Q.  Do  you  know  ahat  the  accouots  were*  transmitted* 
to  U)rd  Melville  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  were  transmitted  to  his  lordship. 

Q.  Du  you  kfiow  that  they  were  transmitted  to  the  agents  of  the 
noble  I^rd  ? 

A.  I  certainly  do. 

Q.  Who  were  the  agents  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  whom  those  accounts 
« were  transmitted  ? 

Q.  Mr.  James  Newbigin,  Mr.  Robert  Dundas,  or  Mr.  Hugh  War* 
lender. 

Mr.  Plomer,  Q.  Do  you  personally  know  that  either  of  those  per- 
sons whom  you  have  named  were  tl^e  authorized  agents  of  Lord  wAul* 
ville? 

A.  I  understood  them  to  be  such. 

Q«  Did  they  act  in  that  capacity? 

A.  They  acted  in  that  capacity. 

Q.  Dp  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  of  the  transmission  of  the 
accounts  to  any  of  those  thr^e  persons  you  have  nomed^  and  to  which 
of  them  f    Did  you  see  them  delivered  to  them  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  Who  carried  them  f 

A.  One  of  our  clerks. 

I).  Can  you  recollect  who  ? 

A'  )t  is  impossible. 

By  'Mr.  Morris.  Q.  Have  you  had  any  conversation  with  Lor^] 
Melville  upon  the  subject  of  his  accounts  with  your  house  ? 

A.  Never,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Q.  Are  the  books  before  you  the  books  of  your  house  ? 

A.  They  are. 

.  Q.  Can  yoy,  by  rearing  to  those  books,  speak  of  your  own  know- 
ledge to  the  state  of  the  accounts  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  ''that  not  being  in  his  own  hand- 
writing, unless  a  copy  of  the  accounts  had  been  sent  to  Lurd 
Melville,  and  notice  had  been  given  to  him  to  produce  that  ac- 
count so  rendered  to  him,  it  v^as  ifnpossjble  to  make  them  evi- 
dencc." 

Mr.  Morris  submitted,  that  the  witness  m^'ght  refer  to  a  parti- 
cular item  .in  that  book,  in  order  to  sec  what  wa^  the  amount  of 
the  siyn  upon  which  interest  was  charged 

Lord  Chancellor.     **  I  think  not,  if  not  in  his  hand  writing." 

Mr.  Morris.    Q.  Was  any  security  ever  given  by  the  noble  lord  for 
the  balance  resulting  from  that  accouut  ? 
A.  Yes,  there  Was. 

Lorti  Chancellor,    Q.  Do  you  know  that  fact  ? 
A.  Yes,  I  do. 

•2  G  2  Mr. 
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Mr.  IMorris.    ($.  W6at  was  Uib  tiatore  of  that  ^ecorHj  f 

Lord  Cbax)cel)or.     Q.  What  ia  become  ofitbat  security? 

A.  Tbe  security  was  Royal  Bank  stock. 

Q.  What  has  jsecome  of  it  ?  Does  tii€Ct  security  remain  T?ith  your 
bouse  ? 

A.  No,  tbe  accounts  were  closed  several  years  ago. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  to  whom  ftiat  sepih^ty  t^ 
delivered?' 

A.  It  was  traosferred  bAfk  to  his  lofdship. 

Q.  Do  you  know  that  fieict  of  your  own  kliowledge  ? 

Q.  Yes,  I  do?  9 

Lor^  Ch^cellor.    Q.  Hoyf  dp  yoii  knp^  tbat  fact? 

A.  From  bur  books. 

Q.  Do  you  know  ii  from  ypur  own  knowledge,  or  from  any  entry  ai< 
you r  own  bknd  writing? 

A.  Not  froip  my  own  |ianil  writings  1  kiiow  nothing  of  it  except 
from  my  books. 

The  managers  were  inforiped,  tli^t  a  transfer  of  Royal  Bank 
stock  must  be  proved  by  tlie  books  of  the  company. 

Mr.  Morris.  Q.  \yas  tliat  account  ever  fettled  betwe^p  yodl'bei^ 
and  Lord  Melville  to  your  knowledge  ? 

.Mr.  Plomer  submitted  that  the  existence  of  an  accoyqt  has  pot 
been  proved. 

Mr.  Morris.  Q.  Has  Lord  Melvilje  at  ^ny  time  settled  an  accPiffit 
^ith  you  ? 

A.  Yes,  he  has.  *. 

Q.  Was  that  account  so  settled,  made  upYrom  Ih*  bo6k  before  yoh? 

K^Ir.  Plomer.  Q.  Did  you  Settle  any  accouut  personally  wiiW  Ltiti 
Melville,  so  u  to  be  able  to  swear  to  tbe  fact? 

A.  I  certauily  did  not. 

Mr.  Morris.  <3^  Did  you  seiUe  it  with  an  agttit  6(  L6fd  McIt 
villt/s? 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  On  what  ground  did  you  state  a  few  minutes  ^^,  that  you  kneij 
Lord  Melville  had  settled  the  account  ? 

A.  From  vouchers  that  I  had  seen  sfgiied  by  Lor4  Mdville. 

Lord  Chancellor.    Q.  Where  are  the  vouchers  ? 

A.  They  are  in  our  repositories. 

Mr.  Morris  stated,  that  the  roaftagers  f<ST  the  Gontrtjons  wo^ti^ 
jiot  press  this  part  of  the  case  till  they  could  get  the  vouchers. 

Q.  Do  you,  of  your  own  personal  knowledge,  know  that  tbere  was 
any  such  advance  made  to  th^it  amount  from  the  house  of  Coutts  and 
Company  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Whether  you  recollect  aboot  tdiat  time  that  adiFao^^  M6l( 
plaCR  f 

Mr.  Plomer.    Q.  What  paper  is  that  you  are  about  to  refer  to  ?  . 

A.  It  is  a  copy  of  an  account  kept  by  Rob^t  Trotter  m\h  the  bouse 
of  Maiislield,  RamSay,  and  Co.  ,        .'\ 

'■'■•'  Mr^ 
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Mr.  Mpiris.    Q.  Is  that  a  copy  examiqed  by  yourself? 

A.  It  is.  V 

Q.  Do  you  know  about  wbat  time  that  advance  from  Ibe  Lousc  of 
Coutts  and  Co.  took  place  ?         . 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  personal  knowledge,  tbat  there  was 
in  advance  on  the  hou^e  of  Coutts  and  Co.  to  t^ie  house  of  Mansfield, 
tlamsay,  and  Co.  of  25,0001.  without  referring  to  that  paper  ? 

A.  I  recollect  perfectly  well,  Mr.  Hobert  Trotter  being  in  London, 
siod  writing  to  us  to  draw  upon  him  for  a  certain  sum  of  money,  which 
nre  did  draw,  payable  to  Coutts  and  Co,  that  amounted  at  dificreot 
times  to  25,6uOl. 

Mr.  Whxtbread.  ^^  The  accodnt  having  been  oihject«d  to,  I 
will  produce  the  original  letter,  which  wH|  be  pfoved  by  Mr, 
Robeti  Trotter.  * 

TI)e  witness  was  directed  to  withdraw. 

filr.  RohcTt  Trotter  was  again  called  in^  an4  examined  as 

follows : 

Q.  Ts  tbat  thp  letter  in  your  hand  writing? 

A.  Uis. 

Q.  From  tbat  letter  do  you  recollect,  that  you  directed  the  house  of 
]^f  aosfield,  llamsay,  and  Co.  to  draw  upon  Coutts  for  10,000  ? 

A.  i  do. 

Q.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter  ? 

A.  The  15th  August,  1787. 

Q.  Look  at  this  letter.     Is  this  your  hand  writing  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  Does  that  enable  yo«  to  say,  that  you  gave  directions  to  Mans- 
field and  Co.  to  4raw  another  sum  of  ]0,dOOl.? 

A.  It  does.  y 

Q,  pid  you  give  farther  directions  to  the  house  of  Mansfield  and 
po.  to  draw  for  a  farther  sum  of  5,000l.  ? 

A.  I  remember  giving  directioue^  to  draw  for  those  two  10,0001.  and 
^,000).  more. 

Q.  Upon  whose  accoui^t  was  that  money  paid  by  the  house  -of 
poutts  and  Co. 

A.  My  brother  Alexander's  account. 

Cross  examined  by  Mr,  Plomer. 

Q.  When  did  you  part  with  those  letters  ? 

A.  About  two  months  ago. 

Q.  To  wbom  ? 

A.  The  committee  of  managers  on  Lord  Melville's  impeachment 

Q.  Have  all  your  papers  been  delivered  to  the  committee  of  mana- 
gers too  ? 
^  A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  have  ever  since  remaiofxl  in  their  possession,  have  they? 

A.  That  is,  all  accounts  and  letters  from  the  year  1786*  to  1800. 

Q.  All  your  private  letters  and  papers  relatrve  to  the  accounts? 

A.  Yes,,  they  were  all  delivered  over  to  the  con>«i\ittee,  and  they 
krpt  a  great  number  of  them,  others  they  returned  back. 
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Mr.  Wbitbread.  Q.  Whether  the  committee  did  not  inspect  your 
ffettersi  and  deliver  back  such  as  appeared  to  you,  not  to  relate  to  ;be 
bccounts  ? 

A.  Yes,  and  gave  a  receipt  for  what  they  kept. 

Mr.  Ploroer.  Q.  What  means  of  knowledge  haye  you  of  the  fart  of 
the  actual  payment  by  Coutts  apd  Company  to  Mansheld  and  Co.  o( 
those  sums  you  spoke  of? 

A- 1  never  heard  more  of  it,  than  afterwards^  when  Mansfield's  Louse 
gave  me  credit  for  those  sums. 

Q.  Have  you  any  farther  knowledge  of  that  fact,  than  its  being  con* 
Cained  in  an  account  subsequently  rendered  ? 

A»  Yes,  I  remember  th6  transaction  perfectly  weH. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  see  the  money  paid  ? 

A.  No,  I  know  no  farther  than  getting  credit  from  Mr.  Mansfield's 
house  for  that  money. 


l.oTi  Chancellor, 
vcrcd  in. 


c< 


Let  the  books  given  in  evidence  t>e  deli^ 
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EIGMPH  DAY. 

TH^KSDAT,    MAT*  8TH. 

•  •  -  »  . 

wIr.  Morris.  <<  My  Lords,  The  examination  to  which  we. are 
roceeding  respects  the  sums  of  money  which  were  jpaid  to  Sir 
(William  Forbes  and  Co.  and  to  Messrs.  Mansfield,  Ramsay,  an4 
'o.  It  was  proved  that  the  account  of  Lord  Melville  was  over- 
rawn  with  these  tWo  houses,  and  farther,  that  it  was  the  custoni 
nth  the  Scottish  banking  establishments  to  charge  interest  Wheh 
icy  were  so  overdrawn.  With  regard  to  the  other  part  pf  the 
vidence,  as  to  the  payment  of  money  into  Mansfield,  Ramsay^ 
nd  Co.'s  house,  it  was  sh^wn,,  that  two  sums  were  paid  iqto^he 
ccount,  in  consequence  of  this  overdrawing ;  that  the  mapag^rs 
vere  not  in  a  eondition  to  lay  before  you  all  the  particular!  of  yie 
ccount.  Mr.  Matisiield  could  not  speak  from  his  own  knowledge 
othe  delivery  of  the  acioouhtlo  Lord  Mdville,  orto  his  agent/ yet 
ve  hope  to  satisfy  your  Lordships  on  this  subject ;  but  if  nbt,  the 
[oeBtion  will  rest  uposi  the  el^idetice  now  before  you,  as  to  thecir- 
umstances  imder  which  fthe  smBS  were  paid  by  ^.  Robert  Tro$ter 
Dto  that  house,  Messrs.  l^^tield  and  Co.  being  one  of  the  ban)^ers 
rf  Lord  Melville. 

"  We  shall  now  have  to  lubrnit  to  ypiir  lattention,  a  payment  of 
•5,0001.,  which  was  made  to  Lord  Melville  on  account  of  Ale?^ 
nder  Trotter.  Robert  Trotter  will  tell  your  Lordships,  that  he 
eceived  interest  from  his  brother  at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent,  for  (his 
um.'* 

Mr.  Robert  Trotter  examined  By  ilr.  Morris. 

The  account  now  put  into  the  hand  of  the  witness,  he  said 
vas  signed  by  him. — Injteri^st  .was  received  by  him  on  the  sum  ctf 
'5,060l.  lent  to  his  brdiher.— 'Irhe  interest  stated  in  jthe  amount 
i^as  in  tWQ  stuns;  802l.  and  .11641.  lOs.  4d. — ^The  tot^l  of  25,000l. 
^  paid  in  three  items ;  two  of  10,0001.,  atid  one  of  50001. 

Ilie  wimess  being  cross-examined  by  Mr.  Adam,  said  that  the 
pcounts  were  only  with  his  brother,  that  no  other  person  was^  to 
is  ktiowled^e,  concerned.  • 

Mr.  Moms,  to  save  time,  proposed  that  the  minutes  of  the  ac« 
Hmti^t  into  thehand  of  the  witness,  and  signed  by  him;  should 
-  read,  but  it  was  deemed  uimecessary.  .  .  .«  . 

Mr.  Edmund  Antrbhus  swom^  and  exsminedbyMr. 

Whitbread. 

^.  Arc  you,^  partner  in  the  hous|5  of  Messn,  Coutt<? 
^.  I  am. 


|jtW 
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Q.  Have  you  been  for  many  yean  connceted  wtth  that  fim  i  .  IahcI 

A.  I  have.  liV^ 

Q.  Are  you  generally  acquainted  vrlth  the  transactions  of  the  house? 

A.  I  am.  Jii 

Q.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Akxan^  Trotter  as>«^n(  one  of  its  customen  4gsta 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  How  many  accounts  had  Mr.  Alesuoder  Trotter  with  you  I 

A«  Foupor  five. 

Q.  What  were  they  > 

A.  He  had  one  in  his  own  name^  without  any  distinctioo ;  a  second, 
called  his  JMpmte  account;  a  third  his  private  account ;  a  fourth  his  pa 
master's  account ;  and  a  fifth  an  account  in  trust  for  Adam  JeJUcoe. 

Q.  Is  it  your  custom  to  have  the  names  of  those  who  keep  a 
wUh  you  signed  in  your  books^.to  denote  the  agreement  of  such  pemn 
mith  the  account  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Alexander  Trotter  so  sign  his  name  ?*' 

A.  He  did. 

^  Had  Lord  MelvtUe  an  accoont  with  joq } 
'^  A.  He  had. 

Q.  Had  he  a  copy  of  his  aceoqnt  with  you  delivered  to  him.' 

A.  He  had.  '      ' 

Q,  Has  such  transcript  been  signed  by  him? 

A.  It  was  signed  by  him. 

An  account  waa  here  handed  to  Lo^d  Melville,  who  ^.dnMitnl 
Iha  signatore.    It  was  then  put  into  the  hamk  of  thtt  witoeiar  , 

Q.  Is  that  the  account  so  signed  by  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  It  is.  »  ' 

Q.  Were  vouchers  of  that  account  B^livered  to  hil lordship;  ortoliis 
agent?  .  -     .       ' 

A.  They  were.  -  : 

Q.  Who  was  his  agent } 

A.  Mr.  Alexander  Trotter. 

Q.  AVas  Mr.  Trotter's  Recount  sometimes  overdfawnl  « 

A.  It  has  been  so. 
' '  Q.  Do  you  know  if  the  credit  side  of  Mr.  Trotter's  account  was  inrpart 
supplied  ^ro  the  public  money  ? 

A<  It  was  supplied  by  drafts  upon  the  Bank^  on  account  of  the  Trea-^ 
surer  of  the  Navy. 

The  question  was  repeated,  and  the  witness  said,  that  h^  had 
no  doubt  from  the  nature  of  the  accounu  that  the  creclit  sidb  was 
contributed  to  by  public  money. 

Mr.  Plomer  objected  to  this,  aa  evidepcc,  apt  of  lact«  but  qf 
conjecture. 

Q.  Have  you  seen  drafts  of  Mr.  Trot(et'»i>n  the  Bank,  for  tfa^piirpoer 
of  increasing  the  credit  side  of  his  account  ? 
A..  I  have. 

Q.  Are  those  in.pQffC|isipa  of  the  witness } 
A.  They  are  not. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  We  shall  produce  a  persoafrom  the^Bank^  tt 
ihew  (hat  the  drafts  were  delivered  to  Mr«  Trotter/* 

Mr. 
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J    Mr.  ftippon  was  ihen  called,  but  the  objection  being  waved  by 
the  couMcI  for  the  defendant,  Mr.  Antrobus  was  recalled. 
Q.  Did  Mr.  Trotter's  account  consist  of  large  permanent  M^oces^  or 
wJsitiiiclnatiAg? 
A.  It  was '  generally  fluctnating . 

Lord  Stanhope.  Q.  Of  which  account  are  you  now  ipeaking? 
Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  Did  the  drafts  upon  the  Bank  supply  the  credits  of 
lU  the  accounts  you  hare  given  in  evidence  ?  ' 

A.  Yes,  excepting  the  account  in  trust  for  Mr.  Jellicoe>  and  the  ;^vate 
account  *  •../*. 

Mr.  Whicbread.  **  My  Lord,  the  Commons  propose  to  give  in 
the  hooka  of  Messrs.  Coutts,  by  which  it  will  be  seen'  how  these 
[Wrrfcs  wei«  paid ;  and  the  part  of  their  testimony,  as  to  these 
•aatt^rs  of  figures*  wiU  be  deferred  until  tha^  tixne." 

Q.  Was  interest  allovned  by  the  house,  upon  the  balances  in  Mr.  Toot* 
te's  favor? 
A.  Never. 

Mr.  William  Chapman  gw§m^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Whit^ 

bread. 

'  •       ^        '1  ■»  • 

Q.  Are  you  a  clerk  in  Messrs.  Coutts's  house  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  Have  you  been  there  many  years? 

A.  J  have. 

X}.  Are  you  acquainted  generally  with  all  the  books  and  transactions 
•f  the  house? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  Have  yqpi  examined  the  books,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  the  account 
>irtth  Mr.  A*  Trotter,  month  by  month? 

A.  I  have. 

<it  /Are  the  papers  now  {uit  into  your  hands  of  your  own  writing  ? 

A-  They  are. 

Q.  picf  you  state  the  accounts  ^ith  the  view  to  the  aggregate  baLince, 
m  to  the  general  result  of  thi^m  all  when  incorporated? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Can  you  Inform  the  court  what  was  the  balance  of  Mr.  Trotter's 
.accounts  on  the  31st  of  December  nS7^  excepting  alway^s  the  account  in 
tenst'^f  Mr.  JeUicoe,*in  this  and  your  future  answers  ? 

A.  Yes,  by  inspecting  the  accounts  I  have  prepared  from  the  books. 
.  f^  Ace  the  accounts  in  the  books  signed  by  Mr.  Trotter? 

A.  They  are. 

Q.  Are  you  ac^ainted  w^h  his  band*writing? 

A.  I  am. 

4}.  Arethe  boduincoui;]t?  »       '        ' 

A.  They  are. 

M.  Produce  ooe-of  the  l^ooks. 

The  Lord  Chnncellor.  <*  We  must  have  all  the  booka  prodnccd." 
Mr.  WbitBread.   "  My  Lord,. every  one  of  them  is  hi  court." 

Q.  Is  the  book  in  your  hand^  a  public  book  of  the  banking-house  of 
.  llinirs.  Coutts  ? 
A.  Uis. 

RS  Q.Ii 


r4.  fstheplbe^'n^erelt  iiidjpta  heMt  fdu^  one  p^lh^^Mtonb  o( 

Mr.  Trotrcr? 

A*  ft"-'.;  .  .    .  •     • 

Q.  Is  there  the  signature  of  Mr.  Trotter^  denoting  hb  <j^iMiityitfc 

the  account  before  you  ? 

Am  Yes. 

,Q^  U  that  Mr.  Trotter^s  hand  witting  r 

A.  It  is. 
.Q^  WUcltofthe  fi^aec6uols  i^that? 

A. '  It  is,  his  account. 

Q.  Is  it  the  longest  account  ? 

A.  By  fair. 

Q.  Have  you  in  that  book,  every  account  vMch  is  not  $i£^ed  by  Mx; 
Trotter? 

A.  None  trhich  is  liot  signed  relating  to  him. 
•  fi.  Atf^  the  balaiices  strode  i^kmi  the  'face  of  the  booky  or  arb  tbej 
vhat  you  have  struck  yourself,  on  calculation  from  the  books  ? 

A.  What  I  have  struck  myself  from  the  books. 

Q.  Did  you  also  strike  the  balances  in  the  books  ? 

*A.  Idid.^ 

On  interrogatories  to  the  witnesis,  the  following  balances,  wpt 
stated:— 

t.  /.  4 

la  favour  of  Mr.  Trotter,  on  the  3 1st  <fctbbfer,    lV63,  "^,^5  1  8 

Ditto  Ditto  30th  April.         1794,  8,106  7  ^ 

Ditto  Ditto  28th  Pflbniary,  1795,  47,412  16  2 

Ditto  Ditto  30th  April,        1795,  107,971  I  2* 

Against  Mr.  Trotter  -           59th  February,  1796,^  630  4  9 

^    Ditto  Dittd  31«t  March,      1796,  t4,052  4  9 

Ditto  Ditto  i31st  August.      1795,  2',ei9  9  2 

Mr.  Plofrier.  **  The  honorable  manager  is  selecting  the  respk 
of  the  accoums,but  he  is  leading  to  a  statement  of  the  t>arti(^Iaft. 
'The  statement  of  the  multifarious  items  which  iforoi  the$e  balan- 
ces, might  make  a  material  variation.  Certainly,  not  having  ex- 
amined these  accounts,  I  am  not  prepared  to  shew  in  what  h  nay 
consist.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  thought,  that  I  intorposq  with  ob-> 
jectlons  unnecessarily,  biit  I  muse  contend,  that  we  are  qoaipeieftt 
to  refer  to  es^h  of  the  accounts,  or  to  cat!  the  ^rticuiars  which 
compose  them,  if  at  a  future  time,  it  should  appear  to  oa  txptdittkt, 
I  only  wish  to  have  this  distinctly  understood." 

The  Lord  Chancelldr«  V  You  are  perfectly  correct  in  yonr  ob- 
servation.'* 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  I  understand,  tliat  the  learned  counsel 
admits  these  books  as  evidence,  and  no  doubt  he  may  have  recourse 
to  them  as  often  as  he  pleases." 

lx>rd  Eltenborough.  **  It  is  tompetent  to  the  learned  Cotin^ 
also,  to  furnish  other  accounts,  if  they  ^ish  to  call  these  in  qiits* 
tipn."  .      -  - . 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  **  There  can  be  no  possibfe  dOiibt  ot 
fbig."  " 
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the  items  from  which  the  balances  result.  It  is  clearly  gpmn  tf 
Lord  Melville's  counsi;!  Xo  inspect  all  th^se  ^^counts,  and  to  shew 
any  errors  m  them.  ' 

<t:  Von  say  that  tte  B&Iamte«f|hfeae«Mintein  the  books  aref6unded 
upon  your  calculation  of  the  items  that  compose  them  ?  * .  * 

A.  Upon  the  items  which  compose  them. 

Mr.  Whitbread.      *•  Every  feklanic^  then,  is  the  result  of -his 
/calcolation,  he  making  the  bases  the  bookis  themselves.'^     * 
l^be  wjtness  then  proceeded  to  state, several  other  balances  :-^ 

Agiiast  Mt.  Trotter  3ist  May»  1790,.      2,2S<  \$.  ^ 

Ditto  3A8tJanu&ry,  17p8,     .  3J^77(J    0    i*» 

JDiOo..  3lst August  1709,  3»  IS    ft) 

Pitto  aist  March,..  ISOO,  .    U,^H  M;    7. 

..     IMtIo  30tiiAj]til,  1390,        3,523.   S    9 

Some  other  particulars  of  the  accowitt)  were  also  stafed.     •    ' 
Mr.  Whitbread.     •*  i  wish  the  witness  to  take  a  h66k  m^his 
hand,  and  examine  the  stare  of  an"  account  on  the  4th  of  Sepcem«> 
)ber,  1792.**  , 

•  •■ « 

Q.  What  account  is  that  before  you  ? 

A.  It  b  called  Alexander  Trotter's  ovm  account.  .  i 

Q.  Is  there  any  entry  in  the  early  part  of  S<rpteg)ber#  1  bftW^*  *he 
4th,  1792,  debiting  him  for  the  purchase  of  IjciiUa  ^tocki.  , 

A.  I  find  an  entry  of  the  4th  of  SeptenU)cr.  ,    .       .  r   '   . 

Q.  I  beg  the  witness  to  read  the  entry  ?  ,  i.     .     :  t.  '       .  > 

By  the  entry  it  appeared,  that,  406^1.  v^aslaid  outinIf}dia 
Stock,  and  fenher  40561.  in  the  name  of  Henry  Dundas. 

Q.  What  was  the  balance  of  Mr,  Trotter's  acco^at  ojx  (be^i^pralpj;  of 
that  day  ? 

A.  He  was  creditor  2461.  8s.  6d.      '  ^    .     •  »• 

-  <l.  5  am  tt;feiYihg  to  Ms  own  accoiinf  only  ?  •    * 
A,  1  am  speaking  of  llU  own  adcdoat^.'  -'.'-' 

Q.  Refer  to  the  waste  book  of  the  house,  to  see  how  this  credit  arises  } 

Mr.  Whitbread.  ?•  My  Lord,  I  think  another  clerk  made 
these  etitries  M  shkll  cafi  iii^i  " 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  •*  Ytru  6f  course  mean  to  call  this  wit- 
ness back.'' 

Mr.  Whitbread.     "  Wedo,  my  Lord.*"  " ''      * 

William  Carlton  sworn^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Whitlrread. 

IQ.  Are  yop  a  clerk  in  Messrs.  Coutts's  house  ?  .  ' 

A,  I  am,    ^  .» ^ 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  so? 

A.  For  many  years,    -  •  .^       ,j. 

jtl.  What  is  that  book  before  you  ?  '  .  '    ., 

A,  It  is  the  waste  book. 
Q.  Is  any  part  of  it  in  your  hand  writing .' 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  you  find  an  entry  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Alexander  Trotter  m 
Jrour  hand-writing  on  that  day  ?  '' 

A.  Yes,  nL\» 


Tkf  Wttacis  rea4  jm  entry  MOO),  to  die  credit  ef  Alexudcr 
Trotter. 

Jiff.  CXtfpnUft  reeaUei. 

Q.  4re  the  entries  of  tiieltb  of  Scpltmber»  1792,  of  your  wtiting,  or 
any  of  them  ?       .        . 

A»  Yes.  .  . 

Q.  Do  you  ^vl^  an  enfry  to  the  credit  of  Mr.  Akxender  Trotter^  ia 
^po«r  hand-writing  on  that  day } 

A.  Yes. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  I  wish  now,  that  the  M'itneis  should  be  refeired 
|»Mr>  Trotter^t^own  acconnt,  but  liret,  1  will  ask  him,  does  he  know  if 
in  1702,  Mr.  IVaMer  had  more  than  two  aooounta  with  Messrs,  Coutts  ? 

A  I  thmk  he  had,  but  I  do  not  know  positively. 

Q.  Refer  to  the  i>aymaster's  account  on  the  4th  of  September*  17^, 
wmA  I  desire  the  witness  to  calcniate  what  was  the  balance  of  this  accoHat 
mm  the  morning  of  that  day,  before  the  tiansactions  commenced  ? 

A  Mr.  Tiotler  was  a  debtor  io  this  account  10^  10s.  2d. 

Q»  See  by  a  reference  to  the  books,  if  there  be  any  other  accounts  <^p«i 
f&eepting  hisownaccounV  wd  the  pajrmastpr's  account  just  advjprted  tol 

A»  He  had  another* 

Q.  What  was  it  > 

A*  His  prirate  acooont. 

Q.  What  did  it  consist  t^f 

A»  Id^not  know. 

Q^  Head  the  entries  in  the  book  r  .      , 

X  1702.    &y  bajance  25;00(t 

It  What  n  the  debtor  side  ? 

•  The  witaesa  here  read  (b^  particulars  of  the  accoant. 

Q.  Was  there  at  that  time  any  other  accounts  with  Mr.  Trotter»je»* 
4ept  his  own,  his  paymaster^  accountti  and  his  private  accounti 
A.  There  was,  via.  his  account  with  Adam  ielUcoe, 

Mr.  Whitbread.     "We  do  not  my  Lord,.apce|i  «flfab,be>- 
we^ii  oat  of  the  <}ueiaioDaltogetber." 

Mr  ^  Edmund  Antrvbusr€C<^iUd. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  Will  you  open  the  pcitate  aceovnl  and  li»k  at 
Oe  item  on  the  4th  of  September,  1702.    . 

A.  his  bcibreme. 

Q.  Do  yen  know  what  the  entries  are^^reJative  to  the  25,0001.  yvu  there 

r  to  the  credit  ?  .."7^ 

A.  He  is  oreditoeJiy  Rohert-TiDtter. 
,    <i.  Does  that  private  account  of  Alexander  Trottet^s  relate;  n^Uyio 
the  transactions  with  Mansfield,  Ramsay  and  Co.  Sir  William  Forbes  and 
Co.  and  Robert  Trotter? 

A.    T  CS. 

Q.  And  this  n  independent  of  all  Mr.  Alexttder  TfOttet^s  ether  ac* 
counts? 
A.  It  is. 

Q.  Was  thismonej  npon  his  oim  account  f 
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And  it  contains  no  »ums  but  what  are  refeirabie  to  this  25,00H.  • 

Nothing. 

.  Plonier.    Q.  Have  you  any  Juwmledge  of  any  other  pcnon  b«t 

i'rotter  in  the  transaction  ?        . 

ito.        '•"■     •  *  •  •  *     -^   ' 

As  soon  as  yon  received  the  25,0001.  did  yon  credit  Mr.  A.  Tsottet' 

» 

We  did  not  receive  the  money  at  tme  time.      *    * 

As  soon  as  you  had  intimation  of  the  exact  money,  you  put  it  to 

edit  of  Mr,  A.  Trotter  ? 

Yes.. 

d  Eldon.    Q.  Howsoori  wa^  the  communication  made  £rem  Iteii- 

nd  Co.  respecting  tJie  items  to  the  credit  of  this  account  i  * 

I  think  in  October  1789. 

d  Lauderdale.     Q.  What  interest  vas  paid  upon  it  ? 

Four  per  cent. 

Is  it  f  he  custom  to  draw  upon  bankers  in  Scotland  ibr  monejr  todjai 

hen  upon  four  per  cent  interest  without  previous  notice.? 

I  b^Kc^  hot.  / 

I  Ellenborough.    Q.  Did  yon  understand  from  Mr«  Tretter«.«|y 

ivate  account  was  opened  for  S5|000l. 

I  can  easily  suggest  a  reason,  but  I  do  not  know  positively  about  It 

Do  you  know  any  purpose  of  convenience  to  be  answered  by  iifaeat- 

e  account  in  that  manner  ? 

I  do.  ; 

What  Is  it?  ■ 

Mr.  Trotter  could  draw  for  it  when  be  pleaatd^  o4berwiM|«  be  iDiHl 
>  Scotland  for  it  ?  •   .    ■      '     ,> 

.  Whitbread,  **  What  we  undertook  fo  prove  wtis,  ikax^ 
e  4th  df  September,  Mr«  Trotter  laid  out  40001.  in  India 
,  and  a  rimikr  sum  forHeory  Dundas  ;  be  being  deb(arjji 
counts,  and  the  only  crtrdtt  being  a  draft  of  SQpuU  oa  Aaosr 
Raaita)r,a9d  Co,^ 

.  Plomer.    Q.  Were  all  the  drafts  of  Mr.  Titter  from  the  Biok 

be  credit  of  the  Treasurer   f  the  Navy  i 

yithat  1  have  seen  were  fto. 

d  SUnhope.    Q.  Are  alltbcie  five  aecoanta  whkb.  you  -  ba  ve  apo- 

y  in  that  book  before  you  ?  .  *i. 

I  believe  all  of  them  excepting  perhaps  one. 

Kof  Canibcrlaiid*    Q.  D^d  ynosay  tfaeaoeouatStWeve  dfrlirfned 

d  Melvile  ? 

Vly  directions  were  given  for  that  purpose^  but  I  did  not  tee  |bem 

red.  '    ,* 

.Whicbread.      ••My  Lords,  1  wUl  oovc  call   your  atteri- 

0  a  quantity  of  Loyalty  Loan,  which  was  purchased  bjr 
MctvUlethroMfh'ihl»iii«li«imof  Meiars.  Coutta,  and  a&er- 

tranfferred  tb  the  cheat  account.  I  will  recal  Mr.  Cl)4^r 
and  pat  into  his  hand  the  accounts  signed  by  Lord  McWiik 

1  have  been  seen  by  ihacounsel  for  his  Lordship.  It  will  he  oU 
i  that  the  payments  were  made  by  Trotter,  ibat  they  wcre^car* 
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ried  to  Us  account  ttirrent,  and  subsequently  into*  die*  cfaiest  «&* 

count/* 

Mr.  Plomer  said,  that  nothing  df  this  kind  had^been  proved. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  '*  >^rh]ng  which  the  honounblo  nm^ 
oagers  say,  can  go  for  any  thing  until  proved." 

Mr.  Chapman  recalled. 

Mr.  Whitbread.    Q.  I  beg  you  to  refer  to  1797  in  Lord  Melville's  ac- 
count upon  the  13th  of  January.    What  do  you  find  entered  there  ? 
A.  A  payment  of  5001.  being  the  first  payment  of  &\e  per  cent,  iipoa 
,  Ihe  Loyalty  Loan. 

The  Cord  Chancellor  desh'ed  that  the  witness  would  read  the 
whole  of  the  entry  relating  to  that  transaction,  mkh  which  he 
complied. 

Mr  Whitbread,  Q,  Refer  now  to  an  entry  of  the  nth  of  March,  17^7, 
intheannuaraccouBt.  « 

A.  I  find  there  under  the  date  of  the  l7th  of  Marchi  I'fffJ,  Uieseopnd 
paymrtit  oh  the  loan  Of  10001. 

Q.  And  what  do  you  find  on  April  the  2  Ist  of  the  same  year  }  t 

A.  A-third  payment,  likewise  bf  1000 1. 

Q.  On  the  2d  of  June  the  third  year,  what  do  you  find  ? 

A.  A  fourth  payment  of  the  same  amount,  1500  L  '» 

Q.  And  on  the  21  of  July? 

A.  The  fifth  payment  of  15  percent,  15001,  '      < 

Q.  Outhe  SSth-of  A«guK  of  the  same  year? 

A.  The  sixth  payment  15001.  ^         . 

Q^  And  on  the ;27th  of  September  of  the  ^ame^year  ?  .     , 

A-  There  1  find  the  last  payment  upo^  it,  30001. ;  less  the  discount. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  '*  Now^  my  Lords.  I  mesinto  shew,  by« 
comparison  of  Lord  Melville's  and  Mt.  Trotter's  account,  that 
these  payments  to  the  Loyalty  Loan  were  in  part  frqoi.the  lattcfly 
and  of  course  from  die  public  monies.*' 

Q.  Refer  to  the  credit  side-of  the  same  account,  14th  of  Jai^yaqix  17^ 
A.  Here  I  find.  By  cash  received  of  A.  l^retter^  lOOPh      .  : 
Q.  The  SSIh  of  April  of  the  same  year?  , 

A.N  20001.  is  credited  by  A.  Trotter.  ; 

Q.  Now  look  to  the  7t4of  June? 

A.  Th^re  F  fifitl  10001.  in  the  same. account  of  Mr;  Tfotler. 
Q.  Nowlook  tothe29thof  July? 
•  A.  By  Alexander  TwJtter  16001. 

Q.  And  1st  of  September  of  the  same  ye jr  ?  , 

A.  15001. 

Q.  And  on  the'*  27th  September  Of  the  same  year?  '  • 

A.'3000l.  on  thesameadcontit       '•  V  -t   *  ^ 

Mr.  Whitbread,  Q.  Le!  the  ifxttl^  cast  ChbseHciQt  tipv  indiee  tf tlie^ 

'do  not  tally  with  the  sum  bf  10,^9001.  paidibtitht^ Legally  Lon^?      '       i   ' 
A.  The  foul  ofthwe  entries  is  10,0001. :  I  i  ,., 

Q;  The  iast.entry  was  30001.  torcomj»l^  i^e  l^O()0l.;  now  cast  up  the 

"Other  side,. consisting  of  the  pa^m^ifci^f  t^e/Loj^aHy  Loaoj  .and  ace  what 

at  amounts  to? 

A.  I  fiud  it  to  be  the  same  as  on  the  other  side.  10,0001. 
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Mr.  Whitbread.  **  I  have  now  shown  the  state  oF  Lord  MeU 
viUc's  aaiount,  as  connected  with  Mr.  Trotter's,  between,  the  13th 
of  January  and  27lh  of  September,  I7i>7;  and  that  his  Lordship 
J>ctween  these  periods,  was  credited  to  a  considerable  extent  by 
AJexander  Trotter  in  these  books.  I  now  mean  to  shew  by  the 
books  when  the  Loyalty  Loan  was  sold,  and  for  this  purpose  I 
jhall  refer  you  to  an  entry  of  the  21st  of  May,  1800." 

Q.  Is  tiiere  not  a  credit  to  Lord  Melville's  account  under  that  date? 
A.  There  are  some  items  to  his  credit,  and  one  for  the  amount  of 
10,7571. 

Mr.  Whitbread.     **  The  loan* having  cost  10,0001.  we  say  it 

was  sold  for  10,7511.'' 

* 

Q.  Was  Lord  Melville  credited  for  the  amount  of  the  sale? 

«A.  It  appears  so. 

•Q.  From  the  signed  account  in  your  hand  ? 

A.  it  docs. 

The  honorable  manager  here  went  Ihto  a  minute  investigation 
of  various  items  in  the  accounts  between  Lord  Melville  and 
Messrs.  Coutts,  the  general  object  of  which  was,  to  establish  the 
existence  of  certain  speculations  in  the  stocks,  in  the  5  per  cents 
Reduced  Annuities,  and  India  Stock,  in  order  to  shew,  that  the 
whole  of  them  were  supplied  from  the  public  monies  in  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Trotter. 

Mr.  Adam  said,  that  the  counsel  for  the  noble  defendant,  could 
by  no  means  follow  this  minute  investigation  of  the  accounts, 
being  wholly  unprepared  for  it,  and  he  desired  that  the  books  and 
papers  might  be  submitted  to  their  inspection. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  ordered  that  they  should  all  be  brought 
into  court. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  The  only  reason  they  were  nor  before  sur- 
rendered is,  because  it  was  necessary  that  the  Commons  should 
have  them  for  tiic  express  purpose  of  this  examination." 

In  consequence  of  some  questions  by  Lord  Wesimeath,  Mr. 
Whitbread  enquired,  if  the  accounts  from  which  the  witness  had 
spoken,  were  in  hfS  own  hand- writing,  and  if  they  contained  every 
month,  the  balance  of  such  accounts?  To  both  these  questions 
answers  were  given  in  the  affirmative. 

Bishop  of  St.  Asaph.  Q.  How  long  have  you  been  clock  ? 

A.  Eleven  years,  my  lord. 

Q.  Jf  the  witness  has  only  been  clerk  for  eleven  years,  1  desire  to  know 
upon  what  ground  he  speaks  of  matters  of  account  so  early  as  the  \(^ar 
1788? 

A.  I  speak  from  the  ledgers  of  Messrs.  Coutts. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  Were  those  ledgers  signed  ? 

A.  They  were. 

By  the  desire  of  Lord  Auckland,  several  other  items  of  account 
were  read,  consisting  of  payments  by  Alexander  Trotter  bcuvcea 
(he  13ih  of  January  and  the  27th  of  September,  1791, 

s  "^Vx  ^ 
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Mr.  Plomer.  '<  If  it  be  intended  that  all  tb<se  staitemeott  of 
balances,  should  be  entered  as  evidence  on  the  inioiUe«  of  your 
Lordship,  it  will  not  be  supposed  thai  we  concede  to  theait  and  k 
will  be  competent  to  us  to  contest  them  at  the  proper  time." 

Mr.  Whitbread.  '*  The  managers  of  the  Comnforis  propose  to 
put  in  the  account  of  Lord  Melville,  to  which  they  have  had  such 
frequent  recourse,  and  in  addition  to  this,  the  books  themselves 
from  which  it  is  prepared :  by  which  means*  any  of  their  Lord- 
ships, and  the  learned  counsel  for  the  defendant  will  be  afforded 
the  best  opportunity  of  detecting  any  inaccuracies  in  the  ori- 
ginals." 

Mr.  Plomer.  «'  I  want  to  know,  if  it  be  expected  that  these 
balances  should  be  introduced  on  the  minutes,  as  adjusted  ba« 
lances  ?" 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  Upon  the  subject  of  these  balances,  (t  will 
be  perfectly  easy  for  the  managers  of  the  Commons  to  give  in 
evidence,  item  by  item,  the  particulars  of  which  they  are  com- 
posed; and  there  is  nothing  that  they  desire  more,  than  to  give  the 
utmost  satisfaction  as  to  the  accounts.'* 

Duke  of  Cumberland.  Q.  Does  the  paper  before  you  contain  the  v^bolo 
of  the  account  with  Lord  Melville,  or  are  particular  items  excluded  ? 

A.  I  believe  the  whole. 

Q.  Can  you  swear  to  the  signattire  of  Lord  ISfelville  subscribed  to  that 
accognt  ? 

A.  The  signature  of  Lord  Melville  appears  here,  but  I  cannot  swear  to 

St 

Lord  Eldon.  •*  I  understand  the  books  are  signed  by  Mr. 
Trotter,  and  this  may  be  sufficient  to  fix  them  as  against  him« 
What  I  object  to  is,  that  by  the  form  of  the  examination  it  would 
appear,  that  the  witness  is  supposed  to  have  gone  through  all  rbe 
particulars  which  constitute  these  ultimate  balancesf,  when,  on  his 
own  evidence,  the  fact  is  otherwise.  The'  learned  counsel  for  the 
noble  defendant  will  look  at  the  items  which  form  these  balances, 
and  they  will  have  a  clear  right  to  put  upon  your  minutes  all  the 
particulars  from  which  they  are  composed.^* 

Lord  Stanhope.  Q.  Take  the  balance  paper  in  your  hand  (not  Lord 
Melville's  accoulib)  and  inform  the  cour-t  if  that  account  states  the  aggre^ 
gate  balance,  or  all  the  separate  balances  ? 

A,  These  are  only  the  aggregate  balances  ? 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  Do  not  the  papers  contain  the  balances  of  eack 
^onth,  and  also  an  aggregate  of  all  the  balances? 

A.  They  do. 

Q.  Were  not  the  separate  balances  struck  by  yourself? 

A.  They  were* 

The  next  interrogatories  applied  to  the  act  of  the  23d  of  Da« 
member,  1796,  by  which  the  sum  of  10,0001.  of  the  Loyalty  Loan 
became  I  ly250K  The  first  clause  of  the  act  was  about  to  be  read, 
but  the  court  being  perfectly  acquainted  with  it,  it  was  deemed 
unnecessary. 
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Lor^  l^ddn.  Q.  Yoo  having  stated,  the  balances  io  the  aggregate! 
>iid  the  separate  l>al8nces,  at  particular  periods.  Viz.  monthly;  I  want  i9 
knoiWy  if  you  have  any  statement  of  what  they  vrere  in  the  course  of  the 
mcMith,  as  fmn  veek  to  week,  or  otherwise  ? 
'  .A*  i  have  not. 

The  xf^itness  being  asked,  if  the  monthly  balances  had  beei^ 
shewn  to  Mr.  Trotter|hesaid  that  he  believed  they  had  not. 

Mr.  Coutis  Trotter  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  WkUhread. 

'  Q.  Are  you  a  partner  in  the  house  of  Messrs.  Coutts  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  Were  you  so  previous  to  the  year  1800  ? 

A-  I  was. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  a  loan  advanced  to  Lord  Melville  bjp 
your  house,  to  the  amount  of  13,0001. 
'*  A.  I  have. 

Q.  Were  you  the  person  who  transacted  the  business  of  this  loan  be^ 
tween  your  house  and  Lord  Melville^ 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  Bad  you  any  personal  intercourse  with  Lord  Mcjville  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

A.  J  had. 

Q.  Was  the  sum  to  be  borrowed  always  understood  to  be  the  preoi^ 
ipom  of  13»000i. 

A*  I  c^iBot  positively  say. 

Q.  Was  it  always  supposed  to  be  ibrthat  amount) 

A.  I  do  not  now  think  it  was. 

Q.  What  do  you  imagine  was  the  original  sum  intended  to  be  bo^ 
luHifttd? 

A.  I  think  it  ka*  10,0001. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  reason  of  the  increase  \ 

A.  I'llouot. 

Q.  Did  you  make  any  communicaUoa  of  what  passed  between  yg^ 
^d  yiu  Alexander  Trotter  on  this  subject  to  Lcird  Melville  ?   ^ 

A.  I  spoke  to  his  lordship  iibout  It. 

The  Court,  Q.  What  passed  between  Lord  Melville  and  you,  as  to  thf 
f^urity  for  this  loan. ^ 

A.  There  ^^iras  to  be  the  collateral  security  of  Mr.  Bobc||;t  Dundas,  ant 
his  lordship's  salary  as  Keeper  of  the  Signet. 

*Q.  Was  that  carried  into  effect  \     ^ 

A*  It  was. 

<Jf.  Was  there  any  other  security  besides  these  I 

A.  Yes,  there  was  India  stock. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  I  shall  not  ^sk  any  farther  qu^tions  at  pre- 
trof  of  tins  ilrttHe^  but  I  shall  i>egv  that  Mr.  Courts  Trotter  m^y 
be  called  hereafter.  To  carry  oti  the  thread,  I  shall  no^  i^ecd 
A|r.  William  Carlton." 

fVilliam  Carlton  recalled. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  The  witness  now  jn  the  lioie  ivas  rh^  f^r- 
8012  who  paid  into  the  house  of  Messrs.  Coutts  the  Bank  notes 
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which  constitute  the  amount  of  13,0001,  and  ahofher  larger  su6i, 
and  which  were  paid  inta  the  act  of  parh'ament  new  account. 

Q.  I  wish  the  witness  to  refer  to  the  note  now  put  into  his  hand,  and  t9 
<ee  if  it  is  of  the  21st  of  May,  1800,  and  payable  to  the  act  of  parliament 
new  account;  was  that  not  paid  in  on  that  date,  and  upon  that  account? 

A.  The  payment  was  made  to  Alexander  Trotter,  in  consequence  of 
drafts  of  Lord  Melville's  upon  his  act  of  parliament  new  account. 

Q.  In  what  form  were  the  drafts  ?  , 

A.  They  were  in  two  drafts,  the  one  for  13,0001.  the  other  for  19,0241. 

A.  Are  these  notes  now  before  you,  in  consequence  of  two  drafts  from. 
Lord  Melville,  payable  to  the  act  of  parliament  new  account,  and  to  tijc 
credit  of  Lord  Melville's  account  with  Messrs.  Coutts  > 

A.  They  are,  my  Lord. 

Mr.  Plomer.  Q.  Where  are  the  vouchers  ?  . 

Mr.  Whitbread,  A.  You  may  remember,  that  all  the  vouchers  wcrr 
iclivered  to  UHtd  Melville. 

Mr.  Plomer.  **  Do  you  recollect  what  was  the  import  of  thest 
drafts  ?" 

M».  WRitbread.^  "  Before  that  question  be  answered,  I  wish  to 
ask,  if  on  the  other  side  they  have  not  had  notice  to  produce  the 
drafts  ?" 

Mr.  Plomer  (to  the  witness).  Q.  Where  these  drafts  delivered  to  Lorf. 
Melville?  • 

Mr.  Whitbread.  A.  Mr^  Antrobus  will  prove  that  fact.  J 

Mr.  Plomer.  Q.  Has  the  witness  any  recollection  respecting  the  drafts, 
or  does  he  give  evidence  wholly  from  the  books.' 

A.  From  the  books. 

On  the  desire  of  the  learned  counsel,  the  witness  read  the  entry, 
which  states  13,0001.  paid  by  the  Right  H'onori^le  Henry  Dondas^ 
&c. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  ".It  is  in  evidence,  that  these  draft«  were 
upon  the  act  of  parliament  new  account,  and  so  it  appears  by  th« 
entries  just  read.  We  have  shewn,  that  the  produce  of  these  were 
in  specific  notes.  The  mana^^ers  of  the  Commons  now  propose 
to  piirsue  these  notes  to  the  Bank,  and  to  shew,  that  they  were 
placed  to  the  credit  of  the  act  of  parliament  new  account. 

Mr.  John  Taylor  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  Whitbrtad, 

Q.  Are  you  a  clerk  in  the  Bank  .^ 
A.    les.  • 

Q.  Were  \oit  so  before  1800  ? 
A.  Iwas. 

Q.  As  clerk  to  the  Bank,  did  you  receive  in  payment  the  BOteft  i^^ 
|Mit  into  your  bands } 
A.  I  did. 

Q.  To  what  credit  did  you  pass  them  ^ 
A.  To  the  act  of  parliament  new  aceouat. 
Q;  Of  what  amouttlk  are  tikeie  ? 
A.  19,0J2.4I. 
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Q,  To  -vhdt  account  did  you  carry  those  other  nolos,  which  1  hate 
BOW  given  you  ? 

A.  To  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  Duirdas'  act  of  parlianlent^aQ- 
count.  ..'■'% 

Q.  When  notes  are  cancelled  at  the  Banic,  are  they  stamped  in  thji 
way  ? 

A.  Yes. 

On  his  cr6ss.exani]Qation  by  Mr.  Plomer,  the  witiieas  said«  thai 
when  Bank  notes  were  carried  to  the  Bank,  it  was  the  course  tQ 
enter  and  cancel  thenii  whether  from  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navjr, 
qr  any  one  else. 

i£r.  Henry  Whiting  sworn^  and  examined  by  Mir.  WhUbnadL 

Q.  Are  you  a  clerk  in  the  Bank? 
A.  I  am. 

Q.  Were  you  so  in  May,  J800  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Take-this  book^  and  tell  me  if  that  book  is  in  your  hand-writing,  oi| 
^ny  part  of  it  ? 
A.  Yes,  it  is. 
Q.  What  is  that  book? 

A.  It  is  the  Bank  check-book  of  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dundas. 
Q.  Is  there  19,0241.  12s.  3d.  to  the  credit  of  that  account  in  Ma>»  1800? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  In  what  manner  was  it  paid  ? 
A.  By  Bank  notes. 
Q.  Turn  to  the  next  entry  ? 
A:  It  is  13,0001. 
Q.  How  was  it  paid  ? 
A.  In  Bank  notes. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  Now  we  propose  to  shew  tJie  entry  in  thp 
Bank  Cash-book  of  these  particular  notes. 

Mr.  John  Hatfield  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  IVhutreai. 

Q.  Were  you  cjcrk  of  the  Bank  in  May,  1800  ? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.  What  is  that  book  before  you  ? 

A.  It  is  the  book  called  the  Cash  Book,  into  which  we  copy  notes. 

Q.  Is  the  book,  or  any  part  of  it  in  your  hand-  writing  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  Is  the  entry  nowopei^of  May,  1800,  of  your  hand-writing? 

Q.  Refer  to  the  entry  of  the  2'2d  of  May,  1800,  of  19,0841,  ? 
A.  There  is  an  entry  of  that  date. 
Q.  Of  what  sum  ? 
A.  19,0201. 
4^.  To  whose  credit? 
•  A.-  To  the  credit  of  Henry  Diin das. 

A  Some 
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f  Aoin^  Bahk  notes  were  put  into  the  hands  of  th6  Wittte^}^ 

^4  Do  tliese  notes  comspond  y/t'iih  the  19^0201.  in  that  entry  I 
A.  They  do. 

Q.  Is  it  the  custom  with  the  Bank^  to  enter  the  IL  notes  ia  the  saige 
hook? 
A.  They  are  not  entered  in  the  same  book« 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  The  difibrcnc^  €rf'4U  is  occasioned  by  lliii 
fum  b»?ing  been  paid  in  ll.  Bank  notes,  and,  unfortunately,  #§ 
cnindc  prove  these  four  small  notes." 

Q.  Refer  to  the  entry  of  the  same  day  of  13,0001  > 

,  (Other  Bknk  notes  were  now  given  to  the  wittiess). 

Q.  Do  these  notes,  now  put  into  your  hand»  correspond  with  that  entny? 
A.  They  do. 

Q.  Were  these  notes  also  ca|:ried  to  the  accoimtof  Henry  Dundn? 
A.  They  were. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  Brand,  who  made  the  entry  of  the  IL  not^, 
lis  not  in  a  condition  to  prove  them.' 
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Mr.  Rippon  called^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Whitbread. 

Q.  Turn  to  the  act  of  parliament  new  account,  and  refer  to  the  entry 
si^  53331.  on  the  2d  of  June,  1800,  and  say,  if  that  be  in  jour  hai^ 
Ipiting? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  State  the  amount } 

A.  It  is  53331. 

Q.  What  does  the  entry  purport ) 

At  It  is  a  draft  from  the  old  account  to  this  accoui^ 

Q^,  By  whom  drawn  ? 

A-  This  book  does  not  shew  by  whom  drawn. 

Q.  Is  it  a  credit  from  the  old  account  to  the  new  account  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  Wc  have  before  had  in  evidence  the  «ld 
JU:count.  I  wish  your  clerk  to  read  from  that  account  an  entry  of 
Ibe  2d  of  June,  1800." 

Mr,  Barlow  read  the  corresponding  entry  in  the  old  accoim, 
amounting  to  53SS1.  8s.  4d. 

Mr.  Rippon  recalled. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  We  with  to  shew,  my  lord,  the  public  mh 
at  the  Bank  on  the  2d  of  June  iSOO." 

Q.  Do  you  find  an  entry  in  the  act  of  parliament  account  of  cash,  on 
the  2d  of  June  1800,  to  the  Right  Hon.  Dudley  Ryder,  from  the  Right 
Ho%  Henry  Dundas's  account  ? 

A.  The  2d  of  June,  1800,  by  act  of  |ttrliMietl  aew  sccouut  337,7f«l 
ts,  lOa.  "    I 
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Q.  Wenow  desirtthe  witness  to  read  what  is  to  the  defcit  of  theBi|llJ( 
Jlon.  Henry  Dundas's  account  under  the  same  date  ? 
A.*  On  the  2d  of  June  the  balance  is  337,77^1. 
Q.  To  whom  is  it  payable  ? 
A.  To  Dodley  Ryder. 
Q.  And  from  whom  ? 
A.  From  Henry  Dundas,  act  of  parliament  new  account,  1 

Mr.  Plomcr.  **  1  understand  this  to  be  a  transfer  of  the  ba* 
Unce.^' 

Mr.  Whi  thread.  *'  This  is  not  the  whole  balance;  there  arc 
two  other  smaller  itemS|  which  I  beg  to  collect  from  the  testimony 
of  che  witness." 

Q.  Refer  now  to  the  credit  of  the  Right  Hon.  Dudley  Ryder  o»  tbe.;j.d 
of  Jm)e,  and  9ee  what  was  Che  amount  ? 
A.  The  amount  is  31,Jil0l,  128.  2d. 
Q.  Attend  to  the  nwct  credit? 

A.  It  is  on  the  6th  of  the  same  month,  54,28SK  48.  Od* 
Q.  Making  the  whole  balance  how  much  ? 
A.  The  three  sums  amount  to  4?3>573l.  Os.  6d. 

The  ^witness  then  examined  the  two  items  of  3I,5iOl  12s  9d« 
an3  54,2881.  4s.  6,  and  they  were  found  to  coincide. 

Mr.  Plomer.    Q.  Does  tliis  comprehend  every  shilling  due  froip  L^jrjjl 
Melville  to  the  public  at  that  time } 
A-  These  were  the  balances  of  the  books  at  that  time, 

Mr  Whiibread.  "  The  Commons  consider  that  they  have 
now  proved  that  the  items  of  19,0241.  and  of  I3,000l.  were  paid 
from  Messrs.  Coutts  into  the  Bank ;  and  farther,  thai  there  was  a 
transfer  to  the  new  account  of  53331.  They  now  mean  to  shew 
that  that  balance  from  June  1800  to  July  1805,  remained  io  the 
account." 

Mr.  Chapman  recalled^  and  examined  ly  Mr.  Whiibread^ 

Q.  This  is  Lord  Melville's  signed  accouat  which  I  put  into  the  hand  q$ 
the  witness,  and  I  beg  him  to  refer  to  the  entry  on  the  debit  side  on  Julir 
27,  1805? 

A.  Oo  that  date  there  is  a  debit  of  5  i  1 U.  28.  d|d. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  We  now  propose  to  call  Mr.  Cobb,  to  shcif 
that  this  sum  was  paid  from  the  Exchequer." 

Mr.  Cobb  examined  br/  Mr.  Whitbread. 

Q.  What  book  is  that  in  your  hand  ? 
A.  The  book  of  account  of  the  Right  Hon.  Henry  Diindas. 
Q.  Does  that  contain  the  daily  account  of  tAie  Bight  Hon.  Henry  Dun« 
flas,  as  to  his  first  treasurership  ? 

A.  It  does. 
-  Q.  Are  these  accounts  slg&ed,  apd  properly  passed  lu  the  office? 
Af  They  are. 

Q.  Kefe? 
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Q.  Befer  to  an  entry  in  July,  and  read  the  discharge  of  Lord  MdriHe 
of  the  balanoe  there  due. 

A.  The  amount  is  51 1 11.  5s.  Pjd. 

Q.  Was  that  the  final  balance  of  the  treasurership  so  paid  in  ? 

A.  It  Was. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  the  day  on  which  it  wis 
paid  in? 

A.  I  believe  on  the  2Tth  of  July,  1805. 

Q.  When  was  that  account  passed  * 

A.  On  the  18th  of  October,  1805. 

Q.  Whtn  was  it  audited  ? 

A.  In  June.  w:^ 

Mr.  Plomer.    "  What  audited  in  June,  and  not  declared  lillP^ 
0-ctobcr  ?" 

Mr.  Plomer.  Q.  Is  there  any  difference^  between  the  acknowledged 
|>alance  and  the  declared  balance  ? 

A.  Yes,  sotnetimes,  and  the  acknowledged  balance  is  occasionaUy  paid 
in,  although  different  from  the  account  declared. 

Q.  Was  the  actual  balance  due  from  the  hoble  defendant,  ascertained  . . 
or  audited,  until  the  time  of  the  entry  in  October }  1^ 

A.  Not  f  believe  till  June.  I* 

Q.  Was  the  balance  in  the  treasurer's  hands  liable  to  the  assignment  If 
jsotwithstanding  ?  1^ 

^.  When  the  balance  was  paid  in,  I  suppose  there  was  no  such  liability.  Il 

Q.  Prior  to  its  being  so  paid  in,  is  it  liable  to  the  assignments  upon  it{   1^ 
.  A.  That  I  cannot  say.  I' 

''  Mr.  Whitbread.  **  For  the  sake  of  the  regularity  upon  the  mi- 
nutes of  the  court  ic  may  be  necessary  to  take  the  numbers  of  the 
Batk  Notes." 

The  Lorcl  Chancellor.  '*  We  shall  have  tlic  Bank  notes  thcm« 
selves." 

Mr.  Whitbread.  *'  Wc  shall  now,  my  lord,  adduce  evidence  to 
t  very  considerable  advance,  made  to  the  noble  defendant." 

Mr.  Serjeant  Best.  •*  In  the  yqar  1191,  a  large  quantity  of 
Stock  was  transferred  to  the  name  of  Mr.  Montague  Lind,  and  sob* 
sequently  the  same  stock  was  transferred  to  Mr.  Francis  Lind,  >  bis 
brother." 

Mr:  Philip  Antrobus  called  dnd  examined  by  Mr.  Serjeant  Best. 

Q.  Are  you  a  stock^brokcr  ? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  Did  you  in  the  year  1789,  purchase  India  stock  for  Mr.  Trotler  > 

A.  I  did.  / 

Q.  In  whose  name  was  it  purchased  ?  / 

A.  In  my  own. 

Q.  Did  you  in  May  1790,  purchase  more  stock  Ibc  Mr.  Trotter? 

A.  On  the  22d  of  May  I  did. 

Q>  In  whose  name  was  it  bought? 

A.  In  my  own. 

Q*  What  was  the  amount  of  the  first  purchase? 

'Af  10,5071,  IDs.  was  the  cost  of  it. 

Q.  What 


H.  What  was  the  second  ?  . . 

A  I  believe  93021.  10s.  .       . 

Mr.  Serjeant  Best.    Q.  Making  together  19,8101,? 

A.  Yes.  . 

Q.  Did  you  give  Mr*  Trotter  a  memoraDdum  of  it  ? 

A,  I  did. 

John  Kennet  sworn  an^  examined  by  Mr.  Serjeant  Besh 

Q.  Are  you  clerk  at  the  Transfer  Oflke  at  the  India  House  ? 

A.  lam, 

Q.  Have  you  looked  at  that  account,  and  is  it  a  correct  copy  of  tlic 

dia  Company's  transfer  ? 

A.  Yesj  it  is. 

Q.  Read  the  entry. 

A.  It  is  a  transfer  ofa2,b00l.  on  the  1st  of  June  1791. 

Q.  Does  it  appear  transferred  ? 

A.  Yes. 

0.  To  whom  ? 

A.  Tliat  is  not  stated. 

Q.  Have  you  the  book  in  which  it  18  stated  ? 

A.  Not  here.  •       .  j 

Q.  It  however  appears  that  the  sum  of  12>00Ql.  is  transft^rred  I 

(I.  Yes, 

(}.  Do  you  see  ia  sum  of  lOOOl.  transferred  to  Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Daadas  > 

1.  Yes. 

3.  Does  it  appear  to  be  transferred  ^om  this  particular  stock? 

A.  It  does  not  appear  from  what  particular  account. 

3.  Is  there  another  account  from  ^hich  it  could  be  tranferred  in  thp 

ne  of  Montague  Lind  ? 

A.  Not  on  that  day. 

Mr.  Serjeant  Best.     "  I  now  ptopose  to  shew  this  balance  re^ 
lining  until  the  llthof  January,  1793." 

).  Attend  to  that  date  ?  ' 

A.  There  appears  in  the  account  a  transfer  of  12^001.  from  M^taguQ 

ad. 

Mr.  Serjeant  %st.    **  I  now  pmpose  to  shew  that  llOOl.  ani 
KXJI.  wi^rc  iranifertcd  in  1796." 

Q.  Look  at  the  entry  on  the  9th  of  January  1796*? 
A.  On  that  day  there  is  a  transfer  Of  13,0001. 

Francis  Lind  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  Serjeant  BeU* 

Q.  Was  13,0001.  India  Stock  transferred  iutoyour  name  f 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  To  whom  did  that  stock  belong  ? 

A.  I  never  was  told  to  whom  it  belonged* 

Q.  f^d  yoi>any  property  in  it  ?  ; 

A.  Not  the  least. 

Q.  From  whosename  was  itt^ansferred,whenitwaspa8sedlQtoydurDame^ 

A.  It  bad  been  in  the  name  of  my.  brothef  MolUague  Lind. 

liord  Eldon.    Q.  When  the  stock  was  transferred  from  Mon^gUe  Lind's 

Ho  your  name,  >y£re  ypu  ac4uainted  with  th§  tran^r  f 

T.  A^  IM*w 
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/  A.  T  knew  nothing  of  it. 

'   Q.  When  did  yoii  first  know  of  the  transfer  into  yoor  name  f 

The  witness  in  answer*  gave  a  short  account  of  the  transacdoQ,] 
and  added,  that  his  brother  told  him,  that  it  wa^  not  his  own  stock,!  ^ 
but  he  never  was  infohned  whdse  it  was.  f^ 

Q.  When  you  transferred  die  stock  agaiii«  did  jou  do  it  penoaally  ? 
A.  I  believe  i  did. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  at  any  time^  while  the  stock  was  in  yoof 
name,  who  "^  the  proprietor  ?     •  ^ 

A.  Not  at  all. 

Q.  Do  you  know  it  was  not  yoor  brothec^s  ? 
A.  Yes  1  do. 

JUr.  Kcnnet  recalled  and  examined  by  Mr.  Serjeant  Best. 

The  examined  copy  of  the  East  India  transfers  was  again  {tat  Bh 
to  the  hands  of  the  witness* 

Q.  Attend  to  the  entry  of  the  2dth  of  Febrtfary »  ISO  1  ? 

A.  There  is  a  transfer  under  that  date  of  55001. 

Q.  Now  look  to  another  on  ^he  S5th  of  Noveinb^r^  1802  > 

A.  There  is  at  that  time  a  further  tranfer  of  800QU 

Q.  Does  that  close  the  account  of  13^6001.  India  Stock » 

A.  It  does.  ' 

Q.  To  whom  was  the  Wt  transfer  ? 

A.  To  Mr.  Mark  Sprott  ' 

Mr.  Edmund  Antrobus  recalled^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Serjeant 

Best. 

The  first  questions  that  were  proposed  to  the  wftficss  respiectej 
numerous  entries  in  the  signed  acounts  of  Lord  Meivitle  on  the 
2 1st  of  May,  1600.  The  examination  then  proceeded  to  other 
particubrsv  '  , 

Q.  Do  you  find  any  account  of  the  24th  of  May  ? 
A.*  Tiiereis  9  sun^of  12,7431.  2s.  6d.  undetthat  date. 
Mr.  Plomer.    Q.  Were  the  Stocks  referred    to   in  this  amount  be- 
longiug  to  your  house,  or  to  Mr.  Alexander  Trotter  t 
A  He  was  credited  fbrthera. 

Q.  With  respect  to  the  Loyalty  Loan,  uffd^r  whose  cootcol  was  it } 
A.  We  had  a  power  to  sell  it  and  receive  the  dividends. 

^  (The  witness  here  read  the  power  given  for  that  purpose^  and 
signed  by  the  defendant) 

Mr.  Serjeant  Best.  **  I  desire  that  this  power  may  be  entered 
as  read."  , 

The  cross-examination  vras  farther  pursued,  as  to  nvioerocis 
items  connected  with  these  accounts. 

Mr.  Francis  Lind  was  next  recaUed  by  the  deijiie  of  Lord  Sm* 
hope,  who  enouired,  if  this  witness  knew  nothing  ofany  dividttids 
received,  while  the  stock  stood  iti  his  rtattie,  or  if  he  hinl  become 
acquainted  since,  witli  any  circamstance  relating  to  k ;  to- which 

Francis 
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Trancis  Liud  replied,  that  he  knew  nothing  of  any  dividends  being 
veceWedp  or  oif;any  particular  regi^rding  tlie  stock,  but  what  he 
lie  had  communicatecl.  , 

Mr,  Serjeant  Best.  "  I  shall  nqw  shew  thai  the  sum  of 
12,74,SI.  4s,  6d.  was  drawn  b«rb)r  a  draft  of  Mr.  Ale3^nder  Trot- 
ter's, and  was  paid  for  account  ot  ^rd  Mehrille. 

Mr.  William  Carlton  ree^lcd,  and  examined  i^  Mr.  Serjeant 

BesL 

Q.  Turn  to  the  entry  of  the  24th  of  May,  1800. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  (interposing) 

Q.  What  18  that  book  ? 
•    A.  It  istheday-bookof  M.e9sr9.  Coutts. 

<L  Mr.  Serjeant  Best.  Q.  What  do  you  fin^  entered  under  the  date  I 
have  just  mentioned  ? 

A.  The8umor'l2,743l.  2s.  lOd.  is  entered  on  th^  24th  of  May,  1800. 

Q.  Is  that  paid  to  a  draft  of  Mr.  Ale\ander  Trotter's  f 

A.    T68. 

Q.  On  the  day  of  the  date  of  the  entry  } 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  Have  you  the  account  of  the  Bank  notes  in  which  the  draft  was 
paid  ?  .   • 

A.  I  have. 

Q.  Do  you  now  hold  19  your  hand  the  very  9apk  qotes  in  whiph  it  viras 
paid?  t; 

H.  I  do. 

.   Mr.  John  Lincoln  twom  and  examined  by  Mr  Serjeant  Best* 

i     Q.  Are  you  a  clerk  in  the  Ban)^  ? 
A.  I  am. 

Q.  Hefer  to  the  entry  in  your  book  of  the  24tkof  May,  1800,  and  t^U 
aie  if  these  Bank  notes  just  delivered  to  you  ^ere  paid  into  the  Bank  ? 
A.  They  were. 
Q.  When  were  they  so  paid  ? 
A.  On  the  24th  of  May,  ISOO. 
After  some  interlocutory  observations  between*  LorcjsLaud^dale 

and  Eldon,  and  Mr.  Edmund  Antrobus  had  in  consequence  ap; 
peared, 

Afr.  Kennel  was  recalled^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Serjeant  Best. 

Q.  What  paper  have  you  there  ? 
A.  It  is  an  account  of  the  Right  Hon.  Henry  DundaS. 
Q.  Do  you  find  stock  there  entered  in  that  name! } 
A.  Yes. 

Two  entries  were  then  read,  appertaining  to  siieh  stock* 

Mr.  Serj.  Best.   •*  The  Commons  say,  thatthey  have  now  proved 

13,5001.  in  India  Stock,  bought  for  Lord  Melville,  and  a  produce 

ff^omthe  Loyalty  Loan  of  1  l,QoOl.  |mid  out  of  the  public  money. 

They  have  also  shewn  the  same  application  with  respect  to  40(X)I. 

paid  out  of  the  Bank  for  Lord  Melville,  and  they  hav^  established 

^        T  2  by 
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by  similar  evidence  the  sanie  fact  with  re$p€Ct  to  the  items  of 
11,0001.  53241.  and  21,7251.  7s.  9J.  w4jich  he  withdrew  from 
the  public  money. 

Mr.  Kayt  sworn  and  examined  hy  Mr.  Serjeant  Best. 

Q.  Have  tqu  m^de  any/  and  \vhat  calculations  upoa  the  sums  prorej 
by  the  managers  of  the  Commons  ?  '"^ 

A.  1  have  made  a  calculation  my  lord. 
Q.  Does  the  paper  in  your  hand  contain  it  ? 
A.  Yes,  it  does. 

Mr.  Plomer.  "  My  Lord,  I  must  object  to  this  evidence.  Te 
admit  it  would  be  to  receive  the  opinion  of  the  witness  in  the  na- 
ture and  effect  of  the  evidence,  which  your  lordships  alone  arc 
competent  to  determine ;  and  it  would  be  to  give  a  result  in  figures, 
which  every  member  of  the  court  is  capable  of  extracting  from 
the  particulars  in  evidence.  There  are  no  facts  to  which  any  re- 
gular examination  can  apply." 

Mr.  Adam.  *•  The  managers  say  that  there  are  certain  matters 
proved ;  that  is,  that  certain  data  are  established,  and  you  are  now 
called  upon  to  receive  the  calculation  of  an  individual  upon  these 
data.  This  is  an  attempt  by  head  managers  to  sum  up  the  evi*^ 
dence  before  the  fit  time.  The  proper  stage  of  the  proceeding 
^ill  arrive,  when  the  manager  to  whom  chat  duty  shall  be  en- 
trusted, will  have  an  opportunity  of  staling  to  your  lordships,  hit 
conclusions  from  these  data.  Your  lordships  will  not  permit  this 
irregular  course  to  be  puniuedi  nor  will  you  be  disposed  to  receive 
mere  calculation  upon  oath." 

Lord  Ellenborough.  '' This  is  simply  casting^up,  with  the  as- 
sistance of  a  witness,  that  account  which  every  noble  lord  may 
do  for  himself  but  this  may  be  often  done  through  the  medium' of 
a  witness,  in  a  more  commodious  manner." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  "  The  constant  course  with  courts  of 
justice  is,  occasionally  to  resort  to  such  assistance." 

Mr.  Plomer.     Q.  When  did  you   make   the  calculations  upon  ikzS 
paper? 
A.  I  made  the  last  corrections  yesterday. 

Q.  When  did  you  ^egip  to  make  this  estimate  ?  , 

A.  One  day  last  week. 
Q.  On  what  day  ? 
A.  I  do  not  knqw. 

Q.  Did  you  make  Ihem  all  yourself? 
A.  Yes,  all  myself. 

Q.  From  what  did  you  take  the  particulars  on  the  paper%> 
A.  I  took  the  first  iti»m«  which  is  75001.  stock. 

(JVitne^s  interrupted.) 

Q.  Do  all  the  4ata  upon  which  the  calcidatiops  are  mad^>  appeaf  opw 
the  face  of.  the  paper  ? 
A.  They  do. 
Q.  Are  you  solicitor  to  the  hoq.  managers  of  the  Cominous  ? 

*  A.  1  am 
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A.  I  am.        , 

Q.  And  alflO  for  the  BRik> 
A.  1  am. 

Q.  How  often  liave  you  made  correollens  in  your  estimate  ? 
A.  1  mistook  14^5001.  for  anotiier  sum,  ani  perhaps  in  a  secoiid  itoQi 
was  corrected. 

^  Lord  Eldon  desiring  ^o  inspect  the  paft)er,  it  was  delivered  to 
bim.  .  ' 

Q.  Does  it  include  the  diflferencje  between  the  prime  cost  of  tho 
stock  and  the  sale. 

A.  It  does.  ^ 

Q.  Does  it  comprehend  any  part  of  what  you  say  Lord  Melvilte  if 
indebted? 

A.  It  does. 

Q.  Is  credit  given  for  the  interest  from  year  to  year  upon  that  acj- 

count  ? 

A-  Yes,  upon  23,0001.  for  a  whole  year. 

Q.  This  is  not,  I  take  it,  a  statement  exclusively  of  interest,  but  of  thQ 
profits  in  the  stock,  where  any  profits  are  supposed  to  arise  ? 

A.  Yes. 

The  witness  now  explained  generally  the  mode  iij  which  the 
calculation  was  made,  and  particularly  the  difference  apon  the 
rule  of  the  India  stock.  , 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  Q,  Is  there  any  thing  stated  there  regarding 
the  10,6001.  on  the  chest  account? 

A.  No,  my  lord. 

Q.  Are  you  not  supposing  certain  things  have  taken  place,  in  order  I* 
make  these  the  foundation  of  your  account  > 

The  witness  read  many  of  the  particulars  in.  answer  to  some 
interlocutory  observations  of  Lords  Auckland,  Ellenborough^ 
Radnor,  and  Westmeath. 

Lord  Eldon.    Q.  Is  this  paper  upon  the  assumption  of  all  the  facts 
being  proved  ? 
A.  Most  certainly,  I  have  assumed  the  facts. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  •'  Wc  now  propose  to  prove  that  the  ISySOOl. 
was  not  Lord  MelvilleV;  and  for  this  purpose  the  managers  wilt 
call  Mr.  Coutts  Trotter.  We  shall  shew  that  the  stock  was  charg* 
edy  but  not  sold,  although  the  price  was  ascertained. 

Air.  Coutis  Trotttr  recalled,  aiid  examined  by  Mr.  Whitbread. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  of  the  power  of  coiitrpul  given  over 
13,5001.  India  Stock,  by  Mr.  Alex.  Trotter  to  Mr.  Mark  Sprott? 
A.  Ye**,  I  have. 

Q.  Was  this  authority  given  in  writing,  or  verbally  ? 
A.  It  was  in  writing. 
Q.  Flave  you  the  instrument  in  Jour  possession  ? 

•  ■  The 
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The  power  was  read  by  tbe  witness,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  it  not  only  included  ttifi  India  Stock,  but  the  3  per  cents,  and 
a  loan  in  the  year  1799  under  the  name  ofthe  Loyaltv  Loan. 

The  witness  was' next  exanrioed  as  Id  the  state.of  tne  Loyalty 
Loan  at  different  periodic*  § 

Mr.  Mark  Sprottrwom  and  examined  bp  Mr.  Whitbread. 

Q.  Did  you  accept  the  controul  over  a  sum  of  13,5001.  India  Stock 
from  Mr.  Alex.  Trotter  in  May  l&OO,  and  ucder  orders  from  him  \ 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Did  the  witness,  in  consequence  of  the  interventipn  <rf  Mr.  Trotter, 
advance  money  for  the  India  Stock  and  other  funds } 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  To  what  amount? 

A.  The  sum  was  about  fidy-one  thousand,  seven  hundred,  and  odd 
pounds.  • 

Q.  On  whose  account  did  you  make  the  advance  ? 

A.  It  was  for  Mr.  K.  S.  Dundas. 

Q.  Had  you  complete  power  ovfr  these  funds,  in  consequence  of  Wf:h 
advance  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  had. 

Q.  To  whom  did  you  pay  the  said  monfry? 

A.  To  Mr.  Alex.  Trotter. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  draft  from  Lord  Melville  to  ma^e  the  account 
even }  The  amount  was  14271.  lis.  7d. 

A.  I  never  did  receive  any  draft  from  Ijord  Melville. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  sum  of  money  of  about  thii$  amount  in  any  fbriQ 
from  Lord  Melville? 

A.  I  did  net. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  such  a  sum  from  any  one  for  the  purpose  of  male* 
iog  the  balance  of  the  account  referred  to  even  ? 

The  witness  here  said,  that  the  date  on  which  he  r(?ceived 
a  sum  was  the  22d  of  May,  and  the  particulars  were  noted  in  his 
book,  which  unluckily  he  had  not  brought  with  hiiii, 

Q.  Do  you  know  at  all  that  you  received  such  a  suni  ?  ^ 

A.  Yc^,  I  certainly  did. 

Q.  From  whom  do  you  suppose  you  received  it  > 

A.  From  Mr.  ^\ex.  Trotter.  ^ 

Q.  Did  you  transact  money  busings  largeTy  with  Mr.  Alex.  Trotter } 

A.  I  have  borrowed  money  of  him,  and  lent  him  money  in  large  sums. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  purchase  navy  and  victualling  bills,  and  other  go- 
vernment stciirities,  for  Mr.  Alex.  Trotter? 

A    I  have  purchased  navy  bills. 

Q.  Will  you  refer  to  your  book  to  see  the  anuMint  of  the  navy  bills  so 
purchased. 

The  book  was  not  produced. 

Q.  Were  the. bills  so  purchase^l  for  Mr.  Alexander  Trotter  ever  it  a 
discount? 
^.  1  do  uot  immediately  recollect  that  they  were. 

Q.  Do 


Q.  Do  you  feftitember  if  Mr.  Alex.  Trotter  borroirtd  anjium^f  itiotey 
•C  you,  la  order  to  avoid  selling  his  jiavy  bills  ?  ^  ' 

A.  1  remember  bis  bOTfowvog  money  of  me,  but  for  what  purpottt  1 4ip^ 
not  know. 

'  The  ofitness  crosS'%rnmined  by  Mr.  Jthm. 

Q^  Had  you  any  {Mcuoiaiy  transacU^i^  at  aqiy  time  with  Lard  MeL* 
ville? 

A-*  Never. 

Q.  have  you  any  acquaintance  whatevei"  with  Lord  Mdville  ? 

A.  I  have  a  very  slight  one. 

^.  Were  you  applied  to  by  Mr.  lYottcr  to  advance  money  tpon  Ih^ 
secuiity  of  stock? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Will  y^M,  slate  the  particulars  of  that  transflcrion,  ais  well  as  you  can 
recollect? 

A.  I  objected  to  different  stocks  that  were. proposed;,  afi^ood  dMof 
conversation  arose ;  and  I  at  last  said,  I  would  lend  upon  the  three  jper 
cent:}. 

Q.  It  was  upon  account  of  the  transactions  restiHing  from  fhattontelv 
sation  th^t  you  jeceived  the  balance  mentioned  of  14271.  7s.  lid. 

A.  Yes,  ft  was  ? 

Q.  Had  you  any  intercourse  with  Lord  Melville  during  these  h'ahsJic-  - 

tiODS? 

A.  None,  whatever. 

Q.  Is  the  stock  so  alienated  to  you,  disposed  of  or  not  ? 
A.  I  cannot  very  well  answer  to  that  question  exactly,  but  I  know  U 
was  very  long-winded. 

The  learned  counsel  for  the  defendant  directed  a  paper  to  be 
delivered  over  to  the  witness,  and  then  proceeded. 

Q.  Is  that  your  hand- writing? 
A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Qt  Was  that  paper  written  by  you  at  the  time  of  the  transaction  ? 
A.  Yes,  it  was. 

Q.  Examine  the  paper,  and  see  if  it  refreshes  your  memory  as  to  the 
particulars  of  the  negociation? 

The  witness,  slowly  perused  the  contents  of  the  paper. 

Q.  Were  not  these  transactions  exclusively  on  account  of  Mr.  Alex. 
Trotter  ? 

A*.  They  weic  on  bis  account. 

Q.  Have  you  any  knowledge  or  belief  that  any  otht^r  person  wat  con- 
cerned in  tlieni  ? 

A.  None  whatever. 

Q.  You  have  no  suspicion  that  he  was  the  agent  for  any  other  person  ? 

A.  None. 

Q.  Had  you  any  knowledge  at  the  time  of  the  transaction  that  the 

money  advanced  by  Mr.  Trotter  was  public  aioney  ? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

Q.  Has  the  witness  any  acquaintance  with  the  connections  of  Mr. 
Tfotter,  and  does  he  know  that  many  of  them  are  persons  of  respectability 
.  ^aod  opulence  .>  ^ 
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V  t^lie  wttnen  made  some  observations  on  the  respectability  of 
Mr.  Trotter's  family,  and  of  his  connection  with  Messrs.  Coucts. 
He  was  then  re-examined  by  Mr.  Whitbread. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  or  not  if  you  were  ercr  told  that  the  money  $• 
advanced  was  f(H' Lord  Melville  ?         § 

Mr.  Plomet  objected  to  this  interrogatory.  "  The  witness  may 
speak  to  what  devolves  within  his  own  knowledge,  but  he  must 
Hot  in  this  iv^v  give  evidence  as  to  what  he  conjectures  frotn  tl^c 
ihformatioh  or  others.**  . 

.  The  hon.  manager  contended,  that  this  mode  of  re-examina*' 
tiQn  necessarily  arose  out  of  the  cross-examination  of  Che  learned 
counsel,  and  to  shew  this^  he  recited  that  part  of  the  examination 
l^y  Mr.  Adam,  which  applied  to  the  question.  He  then  repeated 
liis  own  interrogatory,  which  was  somewhat  varied  when  pro«. 
]i6sed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor.  •        r        t 

Q.  Do  you  know,  of  your  own  knowledge,  if  the  money  was  advanced 
&r  Lord  Melville. or  not? 

A.  I  do  not, 

Q.  Were  you  not  desired  to  advance  this  money  upon  Lord  Melvilk's 
security?  . .  "         ,      •     . 

A.  1  wasnot« 
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nint:^  day. 

FKIDAY,    MAT  9tH. 


Jyi  R.  Whitbrcad.  ««  Your  Lordships  will  recollect,  that  it  is  iQ 
evidence  before  you,  that  a  letter  was  written  by  Lord  Melville  tor 
the  Commissioners  of  Naval  Enquiry,  in  the  month  of  June,  1804. 
It  is  also  proved  by  Mr.  Serjeant  Praed,  that  a  message  was  sent 
to  the  defendant,  requesting  him  td  appear  before  the  Commis- 
sioners, at  any  time  which  might  be  most  convenient  to  himself; 
We  now  propose  to  read  the  letter  from  his  Lordship  in  an* 
swer  to  the  summons.  To  establish  this,  the  Commissioners  will 
call  Mr.  WilliaiD8«  the  secretary  to  the  Commissioners  •f  Naval 
Enquiry.  Mr.  Serjeant  Praed  could  not  depose  to  this  fact,  at 
at  the  time  the  summons  was  sent,  he  was  not  a  Commissioner. 
The  letter  is  dated  the  3d  of  November,  1804,  acknowledges  the 
receipt  of  the  requisition  for  his  attendance-^  two  days  prior  to  that 
dare.  We  cannot,  my  Lords,  produce  the  letters  themselves^ 
which  have  passed  between  the  Commissioners  and  the  noble 
defendant,  but  we  shall  read  the  precepts  from  the  commence* 
ment." 

Mr.  Plomer.  **  On  ^  former  day,  it  was  proposed  to  read  etch 
letter  iii  its  order." 

Mr.  Whiibread^  "  And  it  is  now  our  intention  to  introduce 
them  in  their  proper  places.*' 

Jphn  Williams  sworn^  anj  examined  hf  Mr.  Whithread. 

Q.  Are  you  secretary  to  the  Commissiooers  of  Naval  Enquiry? 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  What  book  is  that  you  hold  in  your  hand  } 

A.  The  bpok  contaioiog  the  proceedings  and  precepts  of  the  Commii* 
Btonen.         \ 

Q.  Refer  to  a  lettt^  antecedent  to  the  30th  of  June«  1804. 

A.  It  is  dated  the    6tb  of  June,  1804. 

Q.  Is  that  the  first  precept  addressed  by  the  Commissioners  of  Naval 
Enquiry  to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  It  is. 

Q.  Have  you  a  precept  appearing  to  be  dated  od  the  2d  of  November, 
1 804,  adressed  to  Lord  Melville } 

A.  There  IS. 

The  precept  was  here  read,  it  purported  to  be  a  requisition  of  the 
attendance  ot  Lord  Melvi|le  upon  the  Comnfissi oners  of  Naval  En« 
quiry ,  on  any  day  of  the  week  in  which  it  was  written,  and  it  was 
signed  by  the  commissioners. 

The  answer  to  this  was  likewise  put  in  evidence  having  been 
first  banded  to  Lord  Melville,  whoadmiucd  the  si^ivtiux^*  A\^^a 


dated  the  8d  of  November,  ISO^,  and  tigreed  to  attend  the 
office  of  the  commissioners  on  Monday,  two  days  subsequent  to  the 
dace. 

Q.  Refer  to  a  precept  directed  to  Lord  MclvUle  desiring  a  return  of 
balances  ?  \ 

A.  It  i>  dated  on  the  17th  of  January,  1803,  and  requires  his  Lordship 
to  make  a  return  of  the  public  money  iu  liis  hands. 

^  Mr.  Whitbread.  "  It  is,  my  Lords,  a  precept  issued  in  the 
iarly  part  of  the  year  1803." 

:  Q.  To  whom  is  it  directed  } 
A.  It  was  addressed  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  *•  Before  the  witness  retires  from 
court,  ic  will  be  necessary  for  him  to  deliver  the  books,  in  order 
that  authentic  copies  may  be  taken  of  thediflferent  letters." 

^  Mr.  Whitbread,     *•  They  shall  be  handed  to  your   Lordship. 
We  now,  my  Lords,  propose  to  call  Mr.  John  Meaux. 

Mr.  John  Meaux  sworn^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Whitbread^ 

Q.  Are  you  an  officer  of  the  Board  of  Controul  for  the  afiairs  of  India  ? 
^   A.  I  am. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  held  that  situation  ? 
A.  Since  the  year  1774. 
Q.  Who  was  the  president  ? 

•  A.  Lord  Sydney,  and  then  Lord  Grenville, 
Q.  Who  succeeded  Lord  Grenville  ? 

'^  A.  Lord  Melville. 

Q.  How  long  did  he  continue  president? 

A,  From  theyearl7S4,  to  May  1801. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  salary  of  Lcr  J  Melville  after  it  was  annexed  to 
the  office  ?  ' 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  ever  do  so  ?  \ 

.4  A,  1  do  not  know^absolutely  that  I  did.  I  received  a  sura  of  money  at 
the  India  office,  and  I  paid  his  salary  at  Messrs.  Drummond*8  baoking- 
house. 

Q.  Did  you  pay  it  to^any  other  person  ? 
f  A.  Never.    - 

The  Witness  cross-examined  by  Mr.  Plomer. 

.  Q.  When  was  it  Lord  Melville  connmeuced  the  duties  of  president  of 

the  Board  of  Controul  ? 

.   A.  From  the  moment  of  his -first  entering  the  office. 
Q.  When  did  he  first  enter? 

•  A.  In  1784,  and  continued  until  1801. 

^  Q,  Did  he  do  all  the  duty  connected  with  his  situation  from  1784  ? 
A.  Yes,  he  did, 

Q.  Was  not  the  duty  of  the  office  a  business  that  required  crcat  and 
constant  attention? 

^   A.  Very  great  and  con^tent  attentioa  indeed; 

t  Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  be  not  <?x^out«  It  for  the  first  nine  joars  ivitiaout  any  salttj^  J 

A.  Yes,  he  did  without  any  salary  whatever.  ^ 

« 

Mr.  George  Fennel  examined  by  Mr.  Whitbread. 

Q.  What  was  your  situation  in  the  Navy  Pay  Office,  in  1786  ? 

A.  J  was  in  the  accountant's  office. 

Q.  Were  you  at  the  head  of  that  branch }  t 

•  A.  I  was, 

Q    Does  the  office  continue  its  functions  Until  the  present  time  ? 

A.  No,  my  Lx)rd5.  •  *.  > 

Q.  When  did  its  functions  cease? 

A.  In  the  year  1801,  altogether. 

Q.  When  were  they  first  interrupted  ?  .  v 

A.  As  early  as  1704  or  1795. 

Q.  Do  y/)u  know  the  reason  the  clerks  were  then  withdrawn  ? 

A,  They  were  taken  away  to  assist  in  the  other  branches. 

Q.  How  many  did  your  branch  originally  consist  of  ? 

A.  Nine,  my  Lords.  '     :> 

Q    How  manv  were  at  first  withdrawn  ? 

A.  Only  one  at  the  commencement. 

R.  Were  others  withdrawn  soon,  or  at  any  time  aflerwards  ? 

A.  In  the  course  of  two  or  three  years. 

Q.  To  what  number  were  they  reduced,  before  the  fnnctions  of  the 
office  ceased  entirely  ? 

A.  Four  of  them  were  employed  infbe  secretary*!  branch.  •    * 

Q.  Did  you  then  act  alone  ? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  For  how  long  did  you  act  alone  ? 

A.  Froip  1798  to  1799. 

Q.  When  were  you  finally  removed  ? 

A.  From  January,  1800,  I  was  employe^  in  the  Pay  Office. 

Q.  Were  you  removed  to  Chatham  or  any  other  out«port  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  was  removed  to  Chatham  in  January,  1802. 

Q.  Then  the^  accountant's  branch  was  done  away  ? 

A.  Yes,  but  it  is  now  restored. 

Q.  When  did  the  restoration  take  place  ?  * 

A.  1  do  not  exactly  know. 

Q.  How  many  clerks  are  now  there  ? 

A/  Six  besides  myself. 

Q.  When  were  you  sent  back  to  resume  your  situation  in  the  accoun- 
tant's branch  ? 

A.  in  February,  1803. 

Q.  Do  you  know,  during  the  time  Lord  Melville  was  Treasurer  of  the 
Navy,  where  the  public  money  was  placed  ?  • 

A.  Part  I  believe  at  Messrs.  Coutts's  banking-house. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  a  draft  for  public  money  on  Coutts's  bank  ? 

A.  I  did  my  lords- 

Q.  Did  you  at  that  time  know  that  this  mode  of  drawing  was  contrar^ 
tothe  act  of  parliament  ?  -  ^       * 

Mr.  Plomer.     •*  I  submit,  my  Lord,  that  this  is  not  evidence; 
ihc  wimcss  is  not  to  give  his'Opmion  upon  an  act  of  parliament." 
.i  u  3        -  Mr, 
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Mr-  ^Vhitb^ca(^.  "  Then,  my '  Lbrds\  wc  have  no  farAcr 
question  to  ask  the  witness." 

Crifss-examined  by  Mr.  Phmer. 

Q.  Did  not  the  clette  of  the  acootintaDtR*  office  execute  the  bu$in«fi  of 

their  branch  jointly  with  those  of  the  Navy  Board } 

A.  They  did. 

Q.  Were  not  the  clerks  of  the  Navy  Board  iirithdravn,  b^fcre  t)ioK 

\Ofthe  accountants' office? 

»*  A.  Of  that  I  cannot  be  positive. 

Q.  Who  had  the  superintendence  and  direction  of  the  withdrawing^ 

A.  The  Navy  Board. 

Q.  How  many  clerks  were  accustoiped  to  assist  in  your  office  from  the 
Navy  Board } 

A.  I  believe  four.  / 

Q,  Were  not  all  the^eight  cler)cs  employed,  in  the  Navy  Office  yrith? 
4rawn  in  ponsequepce  of  the  war } 
'    A#  Yes,  myliords. 

Q.  Were  not  those  taken  from  the  accountants^'  office,  withdnwn  ton 
the  same  ca«kse»  and  were  they  not  absolutely  necessary  in  other  depart* 
nients? 

A.  I  cannot  speak  positively  to  that,  my  Lords. 
^      Q.  Could  the  clerks  in  the  accountant's  office  have  gone  on  with  the 
duties  alone,  when  those  of  the  Navy  Board  were  withdrawn? 

A.  Certainly  not. 

Mfp  Whjtb^ead.  ?'  We  now  prppose  to  call,  nw  Lords,  Charles 
•  Brftggc  jBathurst,  £sq.  a  member  of  the  House  of  CommonsJ' 

MK'  Charles  Bragge  Baihurst  was  then  sworn  ^nd  examined  h 

Mr.  IVhtibread.  '^ 

^      Q.  Were  you.  Sir,  at  any  time.  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 
A.  I  ^as,  my  Lords. 

jQ.  When  were  you  appointed  to  thatofHce? 
A.  InNpyember,  1801. 

Ct*  How  long  did  you  continue  in  that  sjtii^tion } 
A.  Until  the  beginning  of  1803. 
jQ.  Who  was  yo^r  Paymaster  during  that  time  ? 
i\.  Mr.  Trotter. 
Q.  Where  was  the  public  money  lodged  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Plomer.    *'  I  object,  my  Lords,  to  that  question  being  pi^ 
.  to  the  witness.'* 

Mr.  Whjtbrcad.  *•  The  Commons,  my  Lords,  propose  to  shf w 
hy  this  evidence,  that  the  business  of  the  office  could  be  con- 
ducted with  perfccc  facility,  though  the  public  money  was  not 
lodged  at  Messrs.  Coutts^  or  any  private  banker^;  apd  this,  lapf 
prehend,  they  have  an  ample  right  to  do." 
.'  Mr.  Ploqier.  .*•  I  have  no  objection  to  that  evidence." 
;    Lord  Chancellor.    **  I  chink  that  is  adoiisaible/'- 

4-1..     «^.        ••■•  '•  ....  ..> 
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Q.  Where  was  the  public  money  lodged  at  the  time  you  underiodk  ther 
iuty  of  the  Navy  Pay  Office  > 

A.  I  have  oo  means  of  knowing. 

Q.  Did  you  discover  during  the  period  you'were  in  the  Navy  Pay- 
Office,  that  the  whole  of  the  public  money  was  not  lodged  at  the  6ank 
of  England  ? 

A.  I  was  so  informed  by  Mr  Trotter,  my  Paymaster. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  the  intelligence  originally  from  him  ? 
•  A.  Yes,  I  ^id. 

Q.  Wh«>n  did  you  fint  become  acquainted  with  the  fact? 

A.  On  my  entrance  into  the  office  I  understood  in  the  commencemtnt 
that  it  was  a  very  small  part  of  the  public  money  which  was  depositc4 
jn  Uie  bands  of  a  private  banker. 

Q.  Did  you  order  the  discontinuance  of  the  practiced 

A.  Yes»  I  did^ 

Q.  At  what  time  ?  •  .   ■ 

Af  In  the  course  of  the  summer  of  1S02? 

Q.  Was  such  order, complied  with? 

A.  It  was.  ■■.:.. 

Q.  Were  any  remonstrances  made  to  you  officially,  upon  the  d'ncos- 
iinuanceof  the  practice,  previous  to  the  final  order  being  given?    i 

A.  Tbey  certainly  were  made  to  me  respecting  the.  convenience  of 
Jceeping  small  sums  of  money  at  Messrs.  Coutts,  or  at  odier  private 
bankers. 

Q.  Did  you  know  what  sums  of  money  were  kept  at  a  private  bankere? 

A.  No,  i  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  receive  representations  on  the  inconvenience  of  the  money 
h^g  placed  at  a  private  banken  after  the  order  was  executed  ? 

A.  No,  I  did  not. 

Q.  Do  you  know  of  any  obstruction  arising  Irom  the  money  beinf 
kept  at  the  Bank  of  England?  . 

A.  I  am  aware  of  none, 

Q.  What  is  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy's  duty  ? 

A.  1  must  beg  leave  to  state  to  the  court,  that  I  held  the  situataoa 
^or  only  eighteen  months,  and  it  is  now  upwards  of  three  years  sinde,  s# 
that  I  may  be  under  some  di&culty. 

Q.  What  duties  did  you  execute  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ? 

< 

Mr.  Plomer.     •*  Tliat  is  not  evidence,  my  Lords/*    . 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  The  Commoas  wish  to  shew  what  are  the 
duties  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  and  they  cannot  get  ar  them 
better,  than  by  calling  persons  who  have  filled  that  office.  We 
say,  that  the  office  ot  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  is,  an  office  of  high 
trqft  and  confidence,  ami  that  Lord  Melyilie  did  not  conduct  hios- 
'self  properly  in  that  situation  ;  and,  therefore,  we  call  on  the  wit^ 
ness  to  shew,  what  were  the  duties,  or  what  he  conceived  to  be 
^hc  duties ;  for  perhaps  he  did  not  know  what  were  the  duties.  I 
only  wish  to  ask,  what  were  the  duties  he  fulfilled  in  the  office, 
px  the  time  the  witness  was  Treasurer  of  the  Navy.  The  counsel 
for  the  noble  defendant  have  enquired  into  the  duty  of  the  officer 
i|t  the  bead  of  the  Board  of  Controul.  I'be  Commons  say*  that 
it  is  of  great  public  iroporunce,  and  they  contend  that  they  have 

frights 
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a  right  to  sheHr  what  were  those  duties  which  Lord  Melville  KuL  ^ 
not  duly  executed*  With  this  view,  we  are  competent  to  enqoirc^L^' 
what  were  thosif  duties  which  he  ought  to  have  performed  AtlT^ 
all  public  offices  are  affairs  of  great  national  mterest^  and  as  i^L  i 
situation  of  a  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  is  one  of^thcsc,  they  have  in  I 
right  to  see  that  the  duties  are  properly  executed,  and  he  receividjr 
a  salary y  ought  to  he  compelled  to  fui&l  them.  For  tliis  porpo^ 
we  examine  Mr.  Batburst." 

Lord  Ellenborough.  ^*  It  seems  to  nte,  that  it  is  a  perfectly 
CtfHupctent  question  to  be  asked  of  tiie  witness,  in  order  to  know ^ 
the  duties  of  the  office." 

Lord  Eldon  considered  the  question  fit  to  be  proposed*  .. 

The  Lord  CJiancellor.     '*  As  far  as  he  is  acquainted  with  thu" 
particular  department  in  the  office,  the  witness  may  be  intcrro-. 
gated.'*  •  ^ 

Mr.  Whiibread.  **  I  am  afi  aid,  my  Lords,  I  have  taken  up  k. 
your  timt  unnecessarily,  merely  by  not  properly  shaping  my  quenL 
tion.*^  .     Il 

Q.  What  duties  did  you  execute  as  Treasurer  of  the  Nary  ?  Ij 

A.  The  practice  of  my  predecessors  was  to  delegate  all  the  powers  of  L 
Issuing  and  receiving  money  to  the  Paymaster ;  and,  consequently,  afl  C 
the  transactions  of  payment  in  ray  time  were  made  by  him.  References  1} 
io  aU  eases  were  made  to  me>  in  particular  circumstances,  in  the  pay-, 
•fiice,  as  well  as  in  the  other  branches,  and  in  ell  the  business  conducted 
ky  the  Paymaster. 

Q.  Then  the  Paymaster  acted  for  you  by  power  of  attorney,  withfMl 
your  interference  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  in  all  the  usual  routine  of 
business?  ^   . 

A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  Did  Mr-  Trotter  conttuue  Paymaster  until  the  conclusion  of  yoar 
Treasurership  f 

A.  Yes,  he  did. 

Q.  What  induced  you  to  order  the  money  to  be  placed  in  the  Bank  of 
England  ? 

Mr.  Plomer.  *•  That  will  not  be  evidence,  it  is  only  the 
motive  of  the  witness. 

Mr.  Whitbrcad.     "  We  have  nothing  farther  to  ask  of  the 


witness.** 


Crass-examinatum  by  Mr.  Plomer. 

Q.  Were  not  payment  of  sums  of  money  under  20s.  conatantiy  making 
to  sailor;  and  their  relations? 

A.  It  is  not  in  my  power  to  answer  that  question. 

Q.  From  the  course  of  office,  was  not  that  fact  within  your  kndw- 
ledge  ? 

A.  I  have  no  means  of  being  able  to  give  a  satisfactory  answer ;  but 
frota  presumption  I  should  suppose  it  was  so. 

Q.  Did  the  payment  of  these  small  sums  continue  after  yourTreasuref- 

•^'P^  ...... 

A.  I  should  suppose  that  they  did,  my  Lords. 

Q.  By 
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'  ^-  ^y  vbom  were  references  made  to  you  for  the  advance  of  monef^ 
while  the  business  of  the  office  was  proceeding? 

A,  Always  hy  the  Paymaster ;  if  he  weie  absent,  by  .Mr.  Wilson,  who 
acted  for  htm. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Trotter  continue  your  Paymaster  the  whole  period  of  your 
IVeasurersbip  ? 

A.  He  did,  my  Lords. 

The  IVitness  re- examined^ 

Q.  Was  it  part  of  your  duty  to  controul  the  conduct  of  the  Paymaster^ 
and  had  you  the  power  to  do  so  ? 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  And  in  consequence  of  that  power,  yon  made  the  order  for  the  dis- 
continuance of  the  practice  of  keeping  money  in  the  hands  of  private 
bankers? 

A.  Certainly  in  consequence  of  my  autlwrity  in  the  office. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  the  Paymaster  ever  made  any  suiali' payments  by 
his  own  liands  ? 

A,  The  whole  subject  respecting  payments  was  totally  out  of  my  de* 
partment. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  the  payment  of  small  sums  of  oaope^  was  nutde^y 
th^  Paymaster  to  sub-accountants  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Lord  Suffolk.  Do  you  know,  if  it  was  your  duty  to  comply  with  the  act 

•f  parliament  ? 

■      »  ■  ^         • 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  •*  This  knowledge  of  his  duty  lo  obey 
the  act  of  parliament  is  totally  immaterial  toi  the  case." 

Mr.  Wliitbread.  "  We  now,  my  Lords,  propose  to  call  Mr. 
Thomas  Wil^po^-^bi^  &r&t  I  wish  to  ask  Mr.  Bathurst  qae  ques- 
tion.'^ 

Q.  Is  the  signature  to  this  letter  in  your  hand-writing? 
A.  It  IS. 

Mr.  Wilson  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  IVhitbread. 

(The  letter  identified  by  Mr.  Bathurst  was  put  into  the  hands 
«f  the  witness). 
'    Q.  Are  you  an  officer  of  the  Navy  Pay  Office  t  - 

A.  I  am. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  been  there  I 

A.  From  the  year  nsd. 

Q.  What  situation  do  you  now  hold  in  the  office? 

A.  Cliief  clerk  to  the  Bill  of  Kemittance  branch. 

Q.  How  long  have  you  filled  that  situation  ? 

A.  A  considerable  time. 

Q.  I  wish  you  to  look  at  the  signature  to  this  paper^  Is  it  not  ia  your 
hand- writing  ? 

A.^  Yes,  it  is  my  Lords. 

Q.  What  does  it  purport  to  be  ? 

A.  Ati  accountof  the  balances  of  pi^lic  money  in  the  hands  of  dififeren^ 
cashiers  of  the  accompiant's  office  ? 
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Q.  Was  not  that  made  out  as  a  return  to  a  precept  from  the 
.noners  of  Naval  Inquiry } 

A,  Yes,  it  was. 

Q.  Is  there  not  an  erasure  just  under  yoar  name } 

A.  It  certainty  appears  to  be  so. 

Q.  Did  not  you  write  something  under  your  name  which  has  hect 
erased  ?  What  are  the  words  erased  ? 

A,  The  name  of  Alexander  Trotter. 

Q.  Did  you  make  out  that  account? 

A.  I  did. 

Q.  Why  did  not  Mr. Trotter? 

A.  Because  lie  was  not  then  in  the  office. 
•  Q.  What  is  the  date  aflixed  to  it  / 
'  A.  I'here  is  no  date  on  either  side. 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  the  letter  accompanying^  and  transmitting 
that  account? 

A.  It  appears  to  be  the  18th  of  June. 

Q.  How  long  had  Mr*  Trotter  been  absent,  when  that  return  was  made 
to  the  precept,  and  what  was  the  time  of  his  return  after  such  absence } 

A.  I  do  not  precisely  recollect. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  it  was  the  second  of  February  ? 

A.  I  cau not  swear  that  it  was,  1  only  presume  so.  _. 

Q.  Did  Mr.  Trotter  come  td  town  on  the  day  that  account  of  balaoco  |i 
was  made  out? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Did  he  arrive  on  the  day  the  return  to  the  precept  was  made? 
At   I  es. 

Q.  Were  you  confidentially  employed  by  Mr.  Trotter? 
A.  Yes,  1  was. 

Q.  You  corresponded  with  him  on  matters  of  busincia  as  bis  agent, 
did  you  not  ? 

A.  I  was  not  his  agent,  I  merely  supplied  bis  place  during  his  ab* 
sence. 

Q.  Do  you  know  where  he  was,  some  days  prior  to  the  return  bctflg 
made  ? 

A.  In  Edinbugh. 

Q.  Do  you  recollect  ifthe  precept  came  during  Mr.  Trotter^s  absence 
In  Scotland  ? 

A.  I  brlieve  it  did. 

Q.  Did  you  transmit  an  account  6f  its  receipt  to  Mr.  Trotter  in  Scot- 
land ? 

Mr.  Plomer.  "  Almost  every  question  that  has  been  askcf]  the 
witness  has  l>een  illegal.  What  can  the  correspondence  of  Mr. 
Wilson  and  Mr.  Trotter  have  to  do  with  the  present  casife  ?  It  is 
the  correspondence  of  two  friends.'* 

Mr.  Whiibrcad.  "  We  wish  to  shew  you,  my  lords,  that  Mr. 
Trotter  was  in  Scotland,  and  that  a  correspondence  was  kept  up 
with  him  during  his  absence.  He  arrived  in  London  the  day  the 
return  was  made  to  the  precept  of  the  Commissioners  of  Naval 
Enquiry.  ^  The  evidence  is  to  bear  on  that  point,  and  we  make  ic 
evidence,  lo  order  to  jopport  that  part  of  our  case," 

Mr. 
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Mr«  f^vmu    *'  U  any  thing  turn  on^  ihc  point  yAiere  Mc» 

Trotter  was,  and  it  be  proper  to  prove  it,  it  is  necessary  that,  pfie* 
sons  should  be  produced  who  sa^  hiib'iti  Sc6tlan<k^'  •  '       ■    < 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  Whether  it  be  proper  or  otherwisci  is  for 
the  Commons  to  determine."  ■ 

Q.  To  what  part  of  the  kingdom  were  tjie  ktt^is  dU^otf  4  ^ 

Mr<.  PlQm^r.  •*  That  I  s,at)mit|  my  lords,  will  not  fc^  c^nj^e- 
fent  evidence  of  the  fact.'* 

The  Lord  Cliaocellor.  "  You  can  enquire  o£  ^fr.  Trol^er 
himsjelf.'^  , 

Mr.  Whiibread.  **'We  wish,  my  lordSf  to  «h^w,  that  Mri 
Trotter  had,  at  this  period,  no  contrpDi  over  the  publig  money, 
bar  that  he,  as  Paymaster,  trusted  it  out  of  hit  own  hands  into  tli^jse 
of^noth^r.  We  desire  to  prove  that  Mi%  Wilspn  was  invited  with 
authority  by  Tit^tter.  It  was  aiterwards,  perbayM,  necessary  to 
refer  to  Mr.  Trotter,  who  swore'  ho  had  gi^en  him  suth  autho- 

Mr.  Plomcr.  "What  authority  or  power  Mr.  Trojtier  barfed 
with  to  another  person,  or  whether  there  were  any  iiijpropr^ctjf  in 
employing  the  witness,  is  not  now  the  question :  we  are  ^ot 
trying  Mr,  ^ro^cr*  lHiMva|r4  Melville,  T^u  inust  sh^'ijf  that  it 
wa»  by  tl?ic  ^ijrhorify  of  tfi^  4efep4a,nt,  pf  what  .c^  it  h^ve  to  do 
with  she  ^$>.,Xt  iJ|  quite  iqiqi^cri|al  w)fh  resp^c?  ,t€i  >h^  present 
enquiry.'*  .«.-       . 

Mr.  Whitbread*  *<  Ttie  Qim^mom  contead^  dial  they  havft  a 
night  to.ahtiw  any  instances  wlierea^publicoffioer  has  not  pi«operly 
performed  his  duty  ;  and  farther,  to  prove  what*  were  the  «oiise* 
quences  of  "such  Inisdohduct.  Mr:  Tmtf  er  swore  that  be  gaif e  ^he 
aiilhdritir  tb  Vh«  H^M^ssr;  *  ^M  a  questioi^  tei  b«  dki^rttiiHcd  is,  whe- 
ther sucn  authprity  were  acted  upon."  '   '  ,j 

Lord  Ellenborough.  ^**The  consequcricrs  whlcV  result' from 
the  misconduct  of  an  individual,  as  the  Pavmaster,  is  not  evidence 
to  affect  Lord  Melville,  unless  it  can  be  shewn  that  he  was  cogni- 
sant of  the  rfec t  t,h?t  sv^cb  jtu^hority  ya^  gi ve.n .  ,      .       4\ 

Mr.  WHiibfead.  *^  I  believe,  my  ^?riU^  jihp  CoJT^ipops  have 
shewn,  or  if  not,  they  c^n  shew,  that  \^r.  Vyilson  paid  public  t^oney 
to  Lord  Melville  ;  and  the  defendant  inu$(  then  have  been  aware  that 
that  cpuld  not  have  been  done  withouc. authority  from  Mr.  Ti'pt- 
ter.  That  fact  will  bring  it  home  to  his  Lordsiiip  :  it  was  a  trans- 
action respecting  40,0001.  which  amount  was  taken  from  the 

public  money. 

.  ■     '  ' 

Q.  Do  you  recoHect  any  transaction  with  regard  to  the.sum  of  40^0001. 
in  the  ye^^  H^dj  in  which  Lord  Melville  had  any  coocem? 

A.  I  do. 

Q.  State  it  to  the  Court, 

A.  Lord  Melville  senf  for  ine,  a|)d  desired  to  know  whether  any  sun 
plight  be  copvenjenll)'  spared  from  the  public  money.     I  told  him  there 

^  was 
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"sras  40,0001.  which  hte  might  hwe,  and  he  desired  me  to  Mng  it  adtonK 

Mlgl)% 

Q.  Did  you  act  by  Lord  Melville's  direction  ? 

A.  Yes,  mosl^certainly.  ^ 

Q.  W^  Mr.  Trotter  in  London  then  I 

A.  No,  I  believe  not. 

Q.  Was  he  at  the  Pay-Office  ? 

A.  No,  he  v^s  not. 

Q.  Did  ybu  make  communication  of  this  transaction  to  Mr.  Trottqf 
by  letter  ? 

Q.  Yes,  I  did. 

Q.  Did  Ix>rd  Melville  know  that  you  had  authority  from  Mr.  Trotter 
to  draw  oh  tht;  public  account  ? 
.  A.  Yes,  he  4Vd,  without  doubt." 
'  Q.  What  was  the  mode  in  which  you  conducted  the  busijiess  for  Mr^ 
Trotter,  subsequently  to  this  transaction ;  and  in  what  way  did  you  draw 
iQoney  fromi^e  Bufk,  of  England,  or  from  Messrs.  Coutts? 
.  At  For  tb^  Bank  of  £nglai|.4  I  had  blank  checks;  but  for  Messn. 
Coutts,  I  signed  "  thos.  Wilson,  per  Ajex.  Trotter." 

Q.  I)idyovi|actf^der  authority /torn  Mr.  Trotteri 

*  A.  Yes,  i  did. 

■  Q.  Tq  what  extent  ?      '       .  , 

A.  To  a  very  considerable  extent. 

Q.  Are  you  conversant  willi  the  duties  of  the  NaVy  Pay  Office  ? 

A.  I  am,  with  the  genera!  mode  in  which  the  business  i*  transacted. 
'  Q.  Is  it  not  tHe  usual  practice  tor  the  Paymaster  to- make  smalt  pay- 
ments to  the  sub-accountants  ? 

•  I  '1*1 

^  »  A.  He  makes  no  payments,  but  Itlldrg^  turns.'       * 

Q.  What  is  the  nature  of  the  .Exchecluer  fee  money,  as'dlstmgQished 
(rgm  tbe  other  money  of  the  office.  '      .   '.         ,  « 

A.  I  always  uriderstopd  it  to  be  the  practice  of  the  ^flRa?>'td  draw  cer- 
tain sums  of  moBey;  from 'the  Exc^quer,  fi>r  the|iurp!pse  ^ipaying  M' 
ferent  small  amounts.  ,1  ..  .      n;  • 

Q.  Had  you  the  custody  qf  the, £xchfqfser>  fee-money} 

*  A.  I  had. 
Q.  Did  you  derive  any  profit  or  advantage  from  it  ? 
A.  Yes,  1  did. 

Q.  What  was  the  balance  of  the  amount  left  in  your  hapds?  , 
A,  It  never  exceeded  60001. 

Q.  Did  the  profits  of  it  never  produce  3001.  a  year  ?       . 
A.  It'fs  impossible  for  me  to  say  } 

Q.  When  was  the  Exchequer  fee-money  delivered  into  }'Our  care  I 
A.  Some  time  about  the  year  1800. 
Q.  How  long  did  it  continue  in  your  possession? 
A.  Until  the  Treasurership  of  Mr.  Canning. 
Q.  From  whom  did  you  receive  the  Exchequer  fee-monev  ? 
A.  From  Mr.  Trotter, 

Q.  Is  not  the  Exchequer  fee-money,  always  considered  a  fuUd  totally 
distinct  from  the  other  funds  of  the  office? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  any  other  payment  made  to  you,  but  that  of  the  ^cbequer 
fees? 

A*  Nope  but  very  sgi^ll  amoynts, 

Q.  Did 
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Q.  Did  you  «Yer  converse  with  Lord  MeWille  on  the  business  of  die 
office?  * 

A.  Never. 

Q.  Do  you  know  if  Mr.  Trotter  bed  any  public  mon^  at  Me88^> 
Coutts*? 

A*  YeS|  he  had^ 

Cross  examined  br/  Mr.  Plomer^ 

Q.  Was  the  40,0001.  the  same  sum  of  money  which  was  afterwards 
tKe  subject  of  public  enquiry  in  the  House  Of  Commons  ? 

A.  1  believe  it  was. 

Q.  Are  the  small  payments  which  are  made  in  the  office,  distributed 
by  tic  haiids  of  the  paymaster  himself?  '" 

A.  No. 

Q.  By  whom  is  the  money  paid  to  sailors  in  London  >'  ^ 

A.  Those  payments  are  made  by  the  allotment  branch  of  the  office. 

Q/  Are  there  not  also  small  payments,  for  wages  made  by  anotlier 
branch  ? 

A.  I  do  not  know  from  my  own  knowledge ;  but  small  payments  are 
made  to  many  sailors. 

Q.  Do  any  of  these  sums  which  are  paid  in  great  numbers  exceed  20s* 

A.  No. 

Q.  Do  they  not  occur  daily  in  Qonsiderable  numbers,  in  the  allotment 
Inanch  ? 

A.  I  believe  so* 

Q.  To  whom  are  they  paid  ? 

A.  To 'sailors,  and  their  wives  and  children. 

Q.  From  whom  is  the  cash  supplied,  by  which  these  payments  are 
made  } 

A.  I  believe,  in  the  finX  instance,  the  Paymaster  advances  a  certain 
ttim  of  money,  from  which  the  distributions  are  made. 

Q.  Are  they  always  paid  in  cash  ? 

A.  I  believe  so. 

Q.  Is  this  done  at  the  present  time  ? 

A.  I  think  so. 

Duke  of  Cumberland.    Q.  Can  you  state  that  Lord  Melville  was  ap- 
i|nainted  that  the  trust  reposed  in  you,   was  of  such  a  kind  that  Mr.  Trot- 
ter left  you  blank  drafts  ? 
.    A.  f  never  had  any  conversation  with  his  Lordship  on  that  subject. 

Q.  Are  we  to  understand  you,  that  you  are  not  able  to  swear  that  Lord 
Melville  was  not  privy  to  the  trust  ? 

A.  I  cannot  speak  more  positively  than  1  have  already  donCiK 

Q.  Can  the  witness  swear,  from  his  own  knowledge,  that  Lord  Mel- 
Tille  was  acquainted  with  the  trdst  ? 

A.  I  cannot  swear^  from  my  own  knowledge,  as  no  conversation  ever 
passed  between  his  Lordship  and  me  regarding  it. 

Q.  Had  you  the  same  trust  in  the  Treasurerships  of  Mr.  Bathurst,  Mr. 
Ryder,  and  Mr.  Canning  ? 

A.  Yes,  I  had. 

Q.  Can  you  swear  that  they  were  acquainted  with  it? 
A.  i^9,  1  cannot. 

X2  JUdl 


;.  tcfed  LmdeiklaiK    Q.  WaaChcilrift  %foix  whlcli  yos  oMakcdlhe 
iO^OOOl.  from  the  bank  of  England,  a  draft  for  the  precbe  sum  ? 

A.  I  cannot  correctly  answer  that.  I  J 

,  Q.  WiMioiit  Um  dfftfb,  coiikl  yoii  famve  obtained  thetMnty  ?  |  < 

A.  I  do  not  know.  ^ 

Q.  Are  you  certain  that  the  40,0001.  was  drawn  from  Cootl:^  fadHle,  tod 
not  directly  from  the  Bank  of  England  ? 

A.  I  cannot  swear  to  that,  1  belicre  it  was  drawn  from  Coutts's. 

Lx>rd  Stanhope.  '  Q.  At  what  time  was  it  you  had  the  conversatioi 
with  Lord  Melville  respecting  the  40,0001.  ? 

A.  Oil  the  30th  of  April. 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  ask  you,  if  a  certain  stim  of  raoucy  ooul4  ^ 
i|)ared  from  the  public  acccunt  ? 

A.  Lord  Melville  did  put  the  question  to  me,  to  the  best  of  my  recoHee- 
tion. 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  desire  you  to  propose  the  question  to  Mr.  Trot- 
ter, or  direct  ^ou  to  bring  the  money  yourself? 

A.  Lord  Melville  told  me  to  bring  it,  Mr.  Trotter  i>eing  then  in  Scot- 
land. 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melville  propose  to  give  you  authority  to  receire  it«or 
leave  you  to  your  own  ? 

A.  I  made  no  communication  of  the  circumstances  to  him  at  alJ« 

(Lord  Radnor  desired  that  the  notes  taken  by  the  &bort4ufid 
writery  of  the  conversation  between  Lord  Melville  and  the  wit« 
ness,  should  be  read,  which  was  accordingly  done.  His  Lord* 
ship  then  proposed  the  following  questions.) 

Q.  Was  the  sum  of  40,0001.  f^st  mentioned  by  you  or  Lord  M«iville, 
in  the  conversation  you  had  ^Ith  him  ^ 
A.  I  first  spoke  of  it. 

Q.  Did  you  mention  that  the  whole  40«000l.  could  be  spared  ? 
A.  1  did. 

(Lord  SufibiL  proposed  that  the  sliort-hand  notes  should  bo 
again  read.) 

Lord  Mulgrave.  Q.  Was  your  situation  such  as  poinded  you  out  to  be. 
the  person  to  supply  Mr.  1  rotter's  place  in  his  absence  ? 

A.  Yes,  certainly,  from  ray  place  in  the  office. 

Q.  In  any  other  instance  has  such  a  delegation  been  necessary ;  or  was 
it  done  by  power  of  attorney  ? 

A.  No,  under  no  such  circumstances.  , 

Q.«Iiaving  said  that  this  40,0001.  was  first  menponcd  by  you  to  Lan( 
Melville,  and  not  Lord  Melville  to  you,  1  wish  to  know  if  the  books  wem 
then  with  you  ? 

A.  No,  my  Lords. 

Q.  Were  there  two  conversations,  or  only  one  between  you  asad  Lord 
Melville? 

A.  Only  one,  when  I  told  him  of  the  money. 

Q.  Previous  to  the  time  when  you  mentioned  that  the  40,OOOL  could 
be  »pared,  had  you  made  any  examination  of  the  books  \ 

A.  No. 

Doke 


TMx  of  Retit.  Q.  Was  tbtt  faftnUnaturti  gtren  t^iUiffjr,  «  dkl  ^ 
BiaJc«  a  coihiminicatioD  to  the  defendant  lA  writing;  \ 

A.  N^cooMiuiHcaltoA  was  made  in  writing.. 

Q«  Did  Tfom  know  wIbba  you  went  to  the  defendant^  fer  whift  psffras^ 
you  were  going  ? 

A.  No^IdkiiMt. 

Duke  of  Norfolk.  Q.  Had  yo«  authority  to  draw  ea  any  acoowit  bift 
for  the  private  use  of  Mr.  Trotter  ? 

A.  Certainly  I  had  for  the. public  service. 

Q.  Had  you  authority  to  draw  for  any  other  purpose  ? 

A-  For  Mr.  Trotter's  private  account 

Q.  Had  you  any  other  authority  but  for  thepublk  service,  and  for  the 
private  account  of  Mr.  Trotter  ? 

A.  None. 

Q.  You  never  drew  but  for  them  ? 

A,  Never. 

Lord  Derby.    Q.  To  whom  did  yott  pay  the  40,6001.  f 

A.  i  do  not  know  into  whose  hands  it  was  put. 

Q.  Did  you  obtain  any  receipt  ot  acknowledgement } 

A.  No,  I  did  not 

Q.  In  what  name  did  you  enter  this  sum  in  the  account  ? 

A.  I  tept  no  account  at  ail  of  it 

« 

George  Swaffield  calkdand  ^tamiiied  iy  Mr.  WkiHrtM. 

Mr.  Whitbread.    This  gentleman,  tiiy  lords,  it  tuts  be^a  hdbU 
",  has  been  sixty  years  in  the  office. 


Q.  Has  the  public  money,  during  the  time  you  have  been  ih  the  oflto^^ 
been  kept  any  where  but  in  the  Bask  of  £oglaad»  or  in  your  imraedfatr 
possession  ? 

A.  Not  till  of  late  years. 

Q.  Of  late  years  has.  any  part  been  kept  st  the  hanking  h<HWe  of  Messrs, 
Coutts?  .       ' 

A.  It  was  the  only  private  bank  we  made  use  of. 

Q.  Who  placed  it  there  ? 

A.  Mr.  Trotter  required  it. 
^.  Where  you  willing  (o  do  it  ? 

A.  Idid  it  rehictantly. 

Q.  Did  you  find  any  convenience  from  having  the  mgntf  at  Sk{essr!t. 
Coutts  ? 

A.  None  at  all.. 

Q.  Did  it  produce  confusion  in  your  accounts  ? 

A,  In  two  instances.     I  was  rather  perplexed  about  it. 

George  Tierney^  Esq.  called. 

Mr.  George  Tiemey,  in  this  place,  na  a  member  of  the  Ho«m 
of  Commons^  reinonstrated  on  the  inoproprtety  of  his  appearing  in  ' 
the  witness  box. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  <*  There  can  be.no  difference  between 
one  witness  and  another  in  their  examination.  We  can  hear  no 
argument  from  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons.  If  he  be  t6 
be  examined  as  a  witness,  he  most  stand  in  the  proper  situation.'*  ' 

Mr- 


f 
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Mr.  Whitbre^d.  "  This  (locuineiU,  my  lords,  respects  a  ^19  ni 
the  Lqyaky;  Ir4^«  standing  in  the  name  ot  Mr.  Heniy  bondas,  ^nd 
orders  Messrs.  Coutts  to  transfer  it  to  the  naiqe  of  Mr.  Mark 

**  I  shall  now  call  your  attention  to  another  instTum^t  respect* 
fag  m  9mm  of  IS^iOOl.  Bast  ladia  Slock,  asserted  by  Mr.  Trqtter  t; 
h|ve  been  under  Ms  oontroL    The  paper  is  in  th«  Imnd^wriitog 
Mr.  Montague  Liful,  an4  I  stnU  hfiag  Mf^  Fittucis  iind  to  depc 
lo  the  signature." 

This  being  established,  the  paper  was  read.     It  appeared  to  he  1 
direction  from  Mr.  Montague  Lind  to  the  East  India- Conip^n]^tol|| 
transfer  the  sum  of  1S,5001.  into  the  name  of  Mr.  Mark  Sprjc^t./ 

Mr.  Plomer.    **  This,  my  Igid,  is  no  evidence  in  the  pr 

Th^  l»rd  Chancellory    *\  It  is  the  declfiratioQ  of  I^^  ^oveMll 
with  lihe  transfer."  ^,.\,,.      j^^^   |j 

Mr.  Pidnser^    I  do  not  object  to  it,  ^y  .lord*  ]      ^^ 

Mr.  Whitbread.     **  I  wish  to  shew  your  lordships  that  this*di- 
rectiop  was  acted  upon,  and  that  Mr,  M^i^k  Sprott  rjq^eited  th^ 
I  money;  I  sfiall,  therefore,  calt'that  gentlcfman.     He  was  askcA, 
yesterday  to  give  us  some  Infortllation  k$  to  the  draft,  but  hehai 
no  recollection  of  it,  and  had  forgotten  his  book.**  : 

Mark  Sprott  um$  ikemfi^lhdy  awf^^^m^s4  h  Mr.  fFhithrcai. 

Q.  Look  lit  this  book,  sir,  and  inform  the  court,  !f  by  reffesliittg  tmi 
memory  with  it,  «yoii  canHell  us  if  you'noeiveid  themoi  of  iiS9i>  lls^  Id. 
by  a  draft?  <        •    .r     .      , 

A.  I  received  it  ih  BaiA:  notes  and  odd  cash>  Nrhich  i  put  ixttolaj 

pocket.  '^'  ■;^-'  '•        \      ■    ''  'i   '        •.•■*••' 

(A  paper  was  put  into  the  witness's  hand) 

Q.  Is  the  signature  to  this  document  your  own  hand  writing  *     ' 
A.  Yes,  it  is.  ;  .   .    .        ,  .    :     * 

(This  paper,  on  its  being  read,  appeared  to  be  a  receipt  of  Mr. 
Mark  Sprott,  for  %OfiQfA.  4%ibi^  i*s  security  for  the  advance  of 
20,0001.)  ,.,    ,, 

Q.  Did  the  stock,  transferred  into  your  name,  constitute  a  part  of  Ihe 
Security  for  the  money  ftmitsh^by  you? 
A.  1  presume  it  did,  but  1  have  no  recollection  of  it. 
Q.  Have  you  read  that  receipt  ? 
/^.  Yes,  I  have,  b^t  I  have  no  more  recatteotiouiof . ifcifaan  a  childun- 

liorn  ? 

Cross  examined  by  Mr.  Plomer* 

Q.  Had  you  any  interview  with  Lord  Melville  In  5lcollahd  f 

A.  No,  i  never  saw  his  shadow  there. . 

Q.  Did  you  see  cither  of  his  sons  there  ? 

A.  No.  I  never  saw  any  of  them,  or  had  any  communion  with  them. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  ••  We  now  propose,  my  lords,  tp  rea.d  a  direc- 
tion from  the  defendant  to  Messrs.  Couus  ^d  Co.  10  pay  the  ba* 
lances  due  to  chp  MblicatgqlL-aalys  j^m  tfcms^xxMp*'' 

This 


I6i 

docomcDt  wai  put  in,  and  wa  in  the  following  form  t-* 

«^  Groi9Cii$r  Sfvart,  sad  Nov,  ia03. 
**  Messrs.  Coutts  ahd  Co. 

*'  Be  pleased  Co  pay  on  my  account  fire  thousand  two  hundred 
■id  fifty^ven  pounas»  two  shiilingt,  and^  nioqipeaoe  fiinbi)i|pt 
peing  the  balance  due  in  my  fijit  IVeasurcnbip^ 

(Signed)     t      <<  M£Lvii.u*'* 

Mr.  Whitbrea<|.  «  I  shall  next,  my  Lords^  call  Mr.  Cobb, 
«rho  wa^  before  you  yesterday,  in  order  to  shew  that  it  was  in  ^e 
|iower  of  Lord  Melville  to  pay  the  balances  into  the  Exchequer 
■t  any  period  before  be  actually  did  do  so."  • 

Mr.  Plomer.    **  That,  my  fords,  has  already  been  proved.*' 

Mr,  Whitbread*  ^  **  The0|  my  Lords^  Wfe  ^vc  ogt  wiSli  to 
trouble  you  agaio  with  the  same  evidence. 

Mr.  <^ile|.  **  We  shall  now,  my  Lords,  produce  a  draft  for 
20001.  drawn  by  Mr.  Douelas,  in  favor  of  Mr.  O^orge  Swaffield; 
and  we  shall  prove,  that  he  never  received  any  money  for  the 
draft,  but  that  2000L  was  paid  on  account  of  Lord  Melville  into 
the  Bank  of  Messrs.  Drummobds/^ 

• 

Mr.  G(UTge  Swaffield  ncatUit  MndesMtninei  bjf  Mr.  QiUsi 

Q.  Was  (his  draft  drawn  by  Mr.  Douglas^  , 

A,  Yes,  it  was. 

Q.  Was  it  signed,  aud  filled  up  by  him ) 

A.  Tlie  whole  of  it  is  in  Mr.  Douglas's  haad'Writiag, 

Q.  Did  you  receive  payment  for  it  2 

A.  No. 

The  draft  was  here  read.  It  was  dated  the  25th  of  May,  ITSS^ 
for  2000L,  and  was  signed  *^  Andrew  Douglas*^ 

'     Mr.  Simpson  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.  Giles. 

Q.  Were  you  a  clerk  in  the  Bank  of  ESngland  in  1785^  and  was  the  draft 
whicli  1  now  pat  into  your  hands  paid  by  you  ? 

A.  It  was. 

Q.  Can  you  infiirm  as  fhrni  any  mafk  in  your  hand-writing,  if  it  wa| 
paid  in  fiank  notes  i 

A.  It  was  paid  in  Bank  notes. 

Q.  Can  you  inform  us  in  what  notes  ft  was  paid!  . 

A.  i  cannot 

Q.  Will  it  appear  b  any  of  the  b9olci  which  have  been  destfoyed| 

A.  It  would  appear  in  the  hooka* 

Q.  Have  you  any  books  in  the  Bank  to  establish  thcfict? 

A.  1  dono^know. 

Q*  What  kind  of  books  are  they,  o^  are  there  any  ? 

A.  There  were  books^  but  i  do  ioltef^w^elher  tfaay  eaoid  be  fbund 
bow  or  not.  "^ 


m 

I  will  put  ft  oot  of  all  doubt  by  calTing  a  ^iVitness  to  prove  it.* 

Mr.  Bippon  examined  by  Mr.  Gite^. 

'     .  .       ■  ■      '  ■■ 

.  Ci.  InivOa^iHpt^  if  ttHremmaliSr, an  17»S,  ma4diM^9ff€m^  ^ 
particular  notes  were.gtfoi  m  |»^«it  for  <tbi*  dsaft  ^ 

A.  There  were  bookt . 

^.  AtetfifpytleAroycd'' 

A.  Yes,  they  are  not  in  existence. 
,    Qp  Wtehiven*  they^dtslRiyed? 

A.  They  voe  dvliroyed  -unlar^a^wafntet  fan  tiM^Braib'  HoBBlotfk 

.    Jlf r.  Charhs,  Drumii/ioiid  exdmincd  h^  Jflr.  (^tU$.       , 


-    Q.  Yoci  dre'fij^lie'iibiiie^  iteftH.  ]>Tum9ioi)ds  ^ 

A.  1  am. 
:   JQ.  Gin'  you  *y  f^fet«Bc«  to  ii^bobk^,  say/ in  ^hat  iidtes^kbii 

,ofi2iy()OLw89paidintoy(Air%aiike'     .  '      '  '^     •      '<<  ' 
.  ;A.  Ytt^lwn.-       •  •  "     •   y.    •'■  v  l   .     i  .   ••  •    ** 

^.  <it  By.v<jfit8Nii^?-v    •    \j   .'t  r..  ;  ■        !  <•         ^^  '<  -       •<     ■' 

A.  By  the  wa8te<4Kx>k,  which  I' boU ^MX  haodn   &:i(p|«ra9f  l^hi 

been  paid  in  by  Mr.  Andrew  Douglas  to  the  credit  of  tlie  Bight  Honoia 

Heory  Duj^as,.iQ  two  notes  of  10(!0i..each. 


»• .    • .    ♦. 


■4     .     • 


K'     *•    • 


The  Lord  Chancellor.  "  TJxc  hqoks  must  be  left,  iq  order  t 
they  may  be  entered,  now'therei^ift' Evidence,  upon  (his  head*'* 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  We  now^prpposeio  call  a  witneason  t 
subject  of  the  r^I^afte;  and  for  th4  purpose  .abali  pfodvee  \ 
•Gibion,  of  the  Siguet  Office  in  $9^9^Vllul* 


•''  <- 


lAx^  Gibson  sworn  and  examined  by  Mr.^  Whitbread. 

Q.  Are  you  a  writer  dtthe  Signet-Office  in^Soiitlftnd  ? 
A.  Yes,  my  Lolds. 

Q.  Are  you  ac^pstomed  to  the  tntaa^ti^  of  pi|iblie  teilnest  f 
A.  Yes,  I  am. 

Q.  Are  yte  cooyersaatwhh  dtfawi«gf«lei^^  bet^peen  parties? 
.  A.  I  believe,  I  am. 

The  reka^e  put  into  the  hfo^  «f  the  wilima. 

Q.  Is  the  clause  introduced  into  that  release  the  usual  clause  ? 
A.  Yes,  it  is. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  We  hai^e  no  farther  evidence  upon  tbit  i 
je^l^  jny  lofds :  Iii4  ihere  is^«ir|iMit  wllich  has  eome  to  theiw 
ie^  of  the  managers  within  tbele  f e#^  minmct;  k  consist 
two  papert.  Wetioyr,siitead  liO'putiftMtcsted  copies  of  the  C 
nions*  journal,  and  for  this  purpose  shall  call  Thomas  Bev* 
Western. 


*    "V 


Mr,  Western  swam  and  examined  hy  Mr.  Morris. 

Q.  Hare  you  examined  the  printed  joufnalB  you  hold  in  your  hand 
with  the  originals  of  the  Il0ilie<ar  C^ntp96$}, 
A.  I  have. 
^  Q«  Hare  you  the  presentation  of  the  3d  report  ? 

A.  Yes.  "^     ''    •"'  "     ''  '  -^ 

Q.  The  entry  of  the  presentation  of  the  8th  report  ?  .      -    «► 

(^  knk  iAtt'e»l^>oi  the  x»rder  far  bfin^g  iik the  act  pf  pariiamentr.^  i 
A.  I  have. 

1^.  The  .entry  of  th«cr4tr  fofi.lfx.f^im^i  c^rryi^g  it  up  to  th# 
Bouae  of  Lopds^ 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  the  resolution  of  the  19t(i  of  june^  YlZQi » , 
A.  Yes,  my  lords.' 

Q.  Are  thny  tiM  cbpM  ffoixi^Ui^  •riynAl JMiltal»f  - 
A.  They  are. 

Mr.  WbtAretfl.  '« The  GoftmAont,  my  Lord»»  here  cidse  tbelr 
evidence  for  the  impenchmenr  of  Lord  Viscount  Melville»  with 
this  reaervatiooy  diat  if  any  mattery  •f  importaiv^  ^1)  ioonieto 
^  fbdr  kno^kdge,  they  nay  have  the  liberty  ofpcodugiog  furtbei; 
testimnoy.  The  evidence  oa  the  nonr  &f^l l^ve  ^dtmtpitOt  i% 
0ot  yet  perfect/* 


;  i 


U    |i-  f^ 


.X' 
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TSJrr^ 


i>     .• 
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TENTH  DAT. 

fATURPAT^   MAT    IOTH. 

J\aR.  Whitbread.  **  The  managen  of  th«  CommmM  ^itsme 
that  you  will  nor  think  it  extraordinary  if  the?  avail  themseivei  of 
the  claim  they  made  yesterday  fr^r  producing  farther  evidence.  It 
^11  be.  nedeSMry  for  the  coiiiplietion  of  their  case,  to  call  Mr. 
George  FenncK  wlio  examined  the  books  which  were  before  in 
evidence.  He  ascertained  the  balances  of  the  Treasurer  of  the 
Mavy»  in  the  official  books  it  different  periods.** 

Mr.  George  Fennel  exMmined  iy  Mn  WkMrtmi^ 

Q.  What  was  the  Treasurer's  balance  on  the  30th  of  June,  1784  ? 
A.  31031.  13s.  3d.  cemfaiehettdiBg  tbe.ittvy,  pay,  «tid  victuattiBg 
Vai^ches. 

■  Mr.  Whitbrcad.  •*  Now  I  will  pu^  into  the  hands  of  the  wit# 
fiess  a  paper,  which'  is,  I  belie'vey  in  his  own  hand  writing,  and 
eonratns  the  progressive  balances  daring  the  treas^rershtp  of  Lord 
Melville.** 

Q.  Is  that  your  hand-writing  ?  What  is  the  purport  of  it  ? 

A.  It  contains  the  balances  under  the  treasurership  of  Lofd  Melville, 

Q.  Are  the  calculations  in  that  paper  made  by  yoir? 

A.  They  are  results  from  the  books  ? 

Q.  Prepared  by  you } 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Do  these  results,  according  to  your  computation^  agree  with  the 
books? 

A.  They  do. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  Q.  Have  you  exammed  all  the  foundations  ef 
these  results  ? 

Mr.  Whitbread.  <*  The  account  refers  to  facll  p»ge  io  everji 
book,  and  the  result,  he  tella  your'Lordsbip,  is  his  own*  and  in  hit 
own  hand- writing.  The  Conrnnons  propose  to  add  this  paper  to 
the  other  documents  in  Court.'* 

Cross-examined  hy  Mt.  Pbm/tr. 

Q.  Does  the  account  contain  the  balance  of  every  asontii  ? 
.  A.  It  proceeds,  month  by  month,  until  the  end  of  the  ticasurcisbip  of 
Lord  Melville,  until  the  lOth  of  AprA  r7a3. 

Q  'What  part  of  the  account  is  quarterly  ^ 

A.  From  the  year  1784. 

Q.   io  what  time ^ 

A.  To  1791.  ' 

Q.  if)  this  account  confined  to  Ibe  £rst  titanirenhip  of  Lord  MelviUe  \ 

A.  Yesy  tothefintacoouat,  ^ 

3  Mr. 


Mr.  Whitbread*  *'  These  are  monthly  balances  ta  the  10th  of 
April,  or  rather  to  the  end  of  April  1783.  From  that  time  it  is 
Che  Ex-Treasureship  aGCQUi)(|  and  carried  on  to  the  conclusion/' 

Mr.  Plomer.    Q.  What  ^acceedt  > 
A.  It  take«  up  the  account  again  in  Sept.  17951 

Mr.  Wbitbrrad.    Q.  **  Will  you  repeat  the  a|{gregate  balance  in  Jooe 
1784?"    . 
A.  i  aaia  it  was  3!0fl.  12s.  9d. 

Mr.  WhiibreaJ,    "  Will  your  Lordship  direct  your  clerk  to 
read  the  entry  of  the  Bank-check  book^on  the  same  day  ?*' 
'    Mr.  Barlow  read  from  the  Bank  book — '*  Old  account  30th 
of  June  1784,  by  Balance,  New  Acer.  8].  12s.  3d." 

Mr,  Whitbread,  •*  We  have  now  shewh,  my  Lord,  that  at 
this  date  there  was  a  deficiency  of  about  31001*  on  the  credit  side 
of  the  Bank  Account  of  the  Treasury  and  Navy.  Let  the  clerk 
now  read  the  corresponding  entry  on  the  debit  side.*'  • 

.    Mr*  Barlow.    **  To  Balance  from  OM  Acct.  8i.  1 2s.  Sd."* 

Mr.  Whitbread.  •*  The  Commons  have  now  shewn  that  Lord 
Melville  paid  in  his  balance  on  his  treasurersbip  in  June  1805^  the 
amount  being  51 1  ll,  and  this  was  proved  by  the  evidence  from 
Messrs.  Coutts*  house,  and  by  the  direction  to  Messrs*  Coutrs  to 
niake  such  payment.  The  managers  wish  now  to  explain  the 
circumstance  under  which  that  payment  was  made*  When  the 
£x-Treasurer's  account  was  in  the  Auditor's  Office,  notice  was 
^iv<eo  to  Lord  Melville,  that  if  the  balance  was  not  paid,  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Auditors  to  charge  him  with  interest  upon  the 
Account. 

**  The  managers  of  the  Commons  also  mean  to  shew,  that  in  con* 
sequence  of  this  notice.  Lord  Melvilte  wrote  a  letter  on  the  6th 
of  July,  1 80S  stating  the  grounds  which  induced  him  to  apply 
for  relief  against  this  charge  of  interest^  and  they  mean  further 
10  prpye,  tl^t  previous  toSxis  date,  the  votes  of  the  house  were 
lipon  their  table  for  the  impeachment  of  Loid  Melville." 

Mr.  Plomer.  ♦♦  The  evidence  now  proposed  to  he  given  by 
die  honorable  tillm|er$,  was  not  stared  in  their  opening.  I  un* 
derstood  that  ibe  obfect  was  to  enquire  into  the  conduct  of  Lord 
Mehrille.i  as  a  pohiic  officer  tn  the  situation  of  Treasurer  of  the 
Navy,  and  not  into  these  subsequent  matters  in  the  year  t805.'* 

Mr.  Whitbread«  .*'  The  Commons  contend,  that  they  have  a 
dear  right  to  adduce  this  evidence.  They  have  charged,  in  the 
year  I7ti3,  that  the  noble  Lord  derived  advantage  from  the  puhlie 
■lonies  in  his  harids,  and  tliis  benefit  was  continued  to  the  late 
period  to  which  i  have  referred.  This  fact  of  recent  date,  having 
come  to  their  knowledge,  they  propose  to  shew,  the  re  payment 
he  made  in  1805.  Thay  have  a  right  to  give  evidence  to  tiiis 
particular,  as  decidedly,  as  to  every  otner  part  of  theit  case.'*  ' 

Mr*  Ploiaer.*  **  The  laore  re^ikur  way  would  have  been,  to 
liave  stated  the  objection  at  the  proper*  tame,  to  this  pan  of  Kaa 

. ;  -  Xx>rdsbip'9 


Lordship^s  tonduct,  and  thefa  to  haye  dita'ed  int(>  the  evidence  o^ 
ttbich  that  objection  vras  founded  in  the  ordinary  course.  Vf 
this  tnodo  bf  proceeding,  the  noble  defendant  is  taken  by  svr- 
prizc.** 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **.  Tbe  Commons  have  slated  generally  the 
condition  ot  the  aecotint  with  the  bank  and  with. the  sob -acco«i« 
tants.  They  have  sec  forth  the  deficiency  in  1786»  whidi  wiil 
another  balance  for  which  Lord  Melville  ackiiowied|ed  he  was 
accountable.  They  have  now  to  expose  a  inew  deficiency  npoe 
the  account,  and  they  contend,  that  under  the  comprehensive  term 
in  which  the  charges  are  expressed»  they  ha,ve  a  right  to  ^ive  evi- 
dence to  this  farther  deficiency.'* 

Mr.  Bernard  Cobb,  fropi  the  Jlu4itor*s  Office^  poA  follfid,  ^ 

examined  by  Mr.  tVhiibrcad. 

Q.  What  is  tfaat  yoti  havs  beibre  yoa  f 

A.  Tbe  duplicates  of  the  accoaats  of  the  Right  Httoorabia  HcarfAn* 
4as,  to  1783. 

Q.  What  is  the  ebarge  uMde  in  the  accaunls  infoa  Lord  MeMUe? 

A.  The  amount  stated  is,  511  ll.  2s,  9|d. 

Q.  Was  that  all  the  charge  msuLs  by  the  auditon  on  Lor^  H^^'^ 
upon  that  account  ? 

A.  No. 

Q.  What  was  tlie  further  charge  ? 

A.  In  consequence  9f  an  act  of  parliamenty  he  was  charged  with  ilif^ 
sest,  in  the  sum  of  45301. 5s.  5|d.  making  the  total  demand  90f  il.  8s.2|d. 

Mr.  Plomer.  **  After]  what  has  been  said,  I  apprehend^  Ms 
amount  mast  stand  upon  your  Loidshtps'  mimKC8«  bat  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say*  that  the  intention  of  this  evidenoe  is  not  to  Sl^ 
port  any  parf  of  the  charge  before  yoo.  I  underatood^  thai  fflie 
mere  iimntidn  of  the  Honorable  ManagerSt  was  to  shewi  what 
interest  or  advantage  the  noUe  defendaat  liad  maifo.  What  hal 
been  represented  to  your  Lordships,  is  an  rrrtfgnkBr  and  itk gal  it* 
tennpt  on  the  part  of  the  Board*  to  chai^  thc^  noble  d^femhot 
writh  interest.  The  subject  of  enquiry  waa,  wfavtiier  in  AischaM 
they  had  proceeded  in  a  very  consistent  way  with  tiie  act  of  poriC' 
ment;  it  was  a  matter  of  grave  and  deliberale  enquiry,  and  art 
we  now  to  go  into  all  this  investigation,  whether  the  iNiafd'hsd 
or  had  not  a  competent  authority  to  make  this  charge.  Is  it,  ny 
Lords»  within  the  Hieania|  of  any  of  the  articles  of  theiMpeac^* 
menty  and  is  it  proper  for  you  to  discuss  it;  on  fhiaoecasien? 
Whatever  may  be  the  fitness,  the  effect  of  this  rodat  he,  t»  go 
into  all  the  parta  of  the  case,  and  to  determine,  whether,  oea 
Board  controoling  the  other  Board,  aeted  wiihin  the  limira  of  diair 


into  a  new  examination  which  haa  not  been  opened  iflany  periai 
of  the  proceedings.  It  is  Sacked  in  tbe  mil  of  the  former  etidaiicey 
and  we  had  not  the  aaaaily  imiipatiqn  respecting  it/'   a 

The 
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Tk^  X^A  CbancelloTk    *'  The  proof  oo^jr  goci  this  kngih; 

It  thief e  was  a  debt  of  5  ml.  28«,  9|d.^  and  that  there  wat^  ao  ad- 
^ional  charge  of  4530!,  59.  jjjd.  making  a  total  of  96411.  8s.  2|d« 
t  farther  shews,' tnat  this  last  charge,  was  for  interest,  which  waa 
remitted,  no  matter  on  what  ground,  aad  that  the  itUA'est  being 
so  remitted*  JLofd  Melville  paid  in  the  orieinal  balanqe/^ 

Mr.  Pldtnerl  **  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  to  let  it  go  to  the  exn 
tert  your  Lordship  bas  stated.'* 

Mr.  Whitbread;  ^*  My  Lordi  dvr«l^  is  to»protev  that  Lmd 
Melville  made  advantage  of  the  public  money,  and  we  said  he 
fifd  so,  ?n  this  particular  instance.  '  T  shaft  now  put  in  a  letter  to 
shew  the  circurasbnc£s,  slnd  the  fadt  ts,  that  tlie  Commons  coulct 
not  mention  the  subject  before,  because  until  yeStertfay'thi^y  had  Yfot 
become  aB<|tainted  with  it :  yet  if  the  Comiiiotis  think  (Proper  to 
produce  fresh  evidence,  they  do  not  think  it  necessatj  to  solicit 
Ifae  peiwiissioB  of  the  learned  coonsd  dn  the  other  side/*    t 

Mr.  Plomer/  **  AH  chat  I  take  the  l9iorty  of  saying  is,  that 
we  are  not  to  be  drawn  into  aq  enquiry  which  is  not  witjiin  the 
jobj^ts  of  the  cha^rgc/' 

Mr.  Whitbread.  *•  I  desire  the  clerk  may  read  the  letter  pf 
Lord  Melville,  ta  die  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury,  awnAllietn* 
dofiseraenc  tbereon.*' 

The  Lord  Cbancelion    «•  Why  the  iodorseaMsnt?'' 

Mr.  Whitbread^  .«« The derk  will  read  theletter.'^ 

Mr.  Barlow  then  read  the  lener,  dated  the  ittih  of  July,  1805% 
lign^dr*'  lilel)^iIle.''  It  was  addressed  to  the  proper  officer,  and  his 
Xordshif  said,  that  he  had  the  honor  to  commmunicate  to  him, 
for  tlie  information  of  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury^ 
an  inclosed  copy  of  a  letter,  whicli  he  had  received  from  the  se- 
jl»9<i|fy>ef  nhc  Commissioners  for  Auditing  the  Puhliq  Accpuata; 
and  he  trusted,  that  the  Lords  Commissioners  would  declare,  that 
upon  payment  of  the  balance  of  51 1  ll.  26.  9|d.  he  should  be  re* 
lieved  from  the  charge  of  interest  amounting  to  45301.  56.  6|d,. 

The  grounds  upon  which  be  founded  his  request,  his  Lordship 
aaid  were,  that  for  the  term  of  seventeen  yearsi^  tlie  money  wa» 
either  in  ^e  fiaok-,  otiin  the  hai^  of  the  sub«accoantai;ts,  and  if» 
since  the  expiration  of  that  time,  it  had  devolved  into  his  own 
hands,  it  was  liable  to  he  paid,  whenever  the  claim  should  be 
made*  His  Lordship  added,,  that  tlie  delivery  of  the  account  to 
.the  j^diiors^  .had  been  delayed  two  months  only,  from  the  pres* 
sure  of  business  in  the  office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navv. 

Mr«  Whitbread  desired  that  the  copy  might  be  read,  winch  Wat 
referred  to  in  Ae;  preceding  letter. .  It  was  accordingly  read  by 
Mr.  Barlow,  anc)  it' stated  the  balance  df  principal  and  the  claiio  oi 
interest.    '^  '  .       *  ; 

Thie  act' cllargifig  interest  in  sudi  cases,  is  the  39th  and  40th  of 
<}ee.  3.*ca{>.^64t    'Jlie  fnterest  is  to  be  charged  at  four  percent. 

The  letter  stated  that  the  ground  on  which  this  Interest  was 
charged^  wed,  ihkt  ihe  mmey  bad  been  in  Lord  Melville's  hands^ 

and 
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and  ind^d  a  larger  amount^  ever  siDCe  the  yetr  t /So.  It  adM, 
tbai  unless  the  whole  sum  of  964  Ih  Ss.  2|d.  were  paid  into  iM 
Exchequer,  he  would  from  that  time  be  charged  with  interest  u 
the  rate  of  5  per  cent. 

It  was  sfgned  **  Bernard  Cobb.** 

Mr.  Plomer.  **  I  wish  to  ask  Mr.  Bernard  Cobb  a  question  or 
two.** 

Q.  What  is  tiie  section  of  the  act  in  which  thischs^ge  is  founded  ? 
A.  It  is  the  fourth  section. 

Q.  This  act  passed  in  the  year  1709,  or  1800.  What  was  the  time  whes 
this  attempt  was  made  to  charge  'Lord  Melville  with  interests 
A.  On  the  IGth  of  June^  1805. 

Mr.  Piomer;  .  **  Five  years  and  a  half,  my  Lords^  posterior  to 
the  passing  of  the  act." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  **  The  act  passed,  I  believct  ia  Junc^ 
1800,  sa  that  the  distance  of  time  is  five  years.*^ 

Vr.  Plomer.  Q.  Is  there  any  instance  of  a  single  individual,  except* 
lag  the  noble  defendant,  being  charged  uud<^  this  fourth  section  dF  the 
act? 

A.  There  is. 

Q.  What  is  the  instance  on  the  fourth  section?  If  the  witness  knows 
one  insulated  example,  1  beg  he  may  stat^  it  ? 

A.  There  was  an  instance  of  a  comptroller  being  subject  to  the  suat 
charge  niider  this  section. 

Mr.  Plomer.  *'  The  honorable  managers  have  led  ns,  I  thinl 
QDiiecessarilv^  into  this  charge,  which  your  Lordships  have  beard 
was  over-ruled  by  a  superior  authority.'* 

Mr^  IVUliam  Huskisson  sworn^  and  examined  by  Mr*  WhUbrtai* 

Q,  Were  you  Secretary  to  the  Treasury? 

A.  I  was. 

Q.*  Were  you  in  that  situation*  on  the  20th  of  August,  1805  ? 

A.  1  Wdjj. 

(A  letter  was  pdt  into  thlM^ands  of  the  witness.) 

Q.  Is  that  your  hand-writing  ? 
A.  It  is. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.    Q.  What  is  that  paper  ? 
A.  It  is  a  letter  to  the  Commissioners  for  auditing  the  Public  Ac* 
couuti». 

Mr.  Whitbread*  **  We  propose,  by  this  letter,  to  explain  opop 
what  principle  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  acted.** 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  **  What  was  the  oonduct  of  the  noble 
defendant,  is  material  to  be  examined,  but  what  were  the  aiotivca 
of  (he  Lords  Conuuissioners  of  die  Treasury,  is  not  neceaaary  ^} 
be  shewn." 

Mr.  Wiiiihread.  «*  Wc  mean  to  s»y»  tfait  Lord  Melville  ob» 
laincd  his  request.'* 

1*0 
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TTie  Lord  Chancellor.  *«  You  arc  at  Kberty  to  state  the  balance 
tipoti  the  face  of  the  books,  and  ^ou  may  go  into  the  evidence 
Affecting  that  balance.  By  this  evidence  we  find,  that  the  balance 
is  paid  in  without  interest.  What  were  these  particular  circum- 
stances which  attended  the  payment,  their  Lordships  have  no 
interest  to  enquire,  as  I  conceive,  in  the  discharge  of  their  present 
duty." 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  My  Lord,  the  managers  of  the  Commons 
mre  perfectly  satisfied." 

Mr.  ^lome;:.  *'  My  Lords,  the  document  tendered,  not  only 
states  the  fact  of  the  charge  of  interest,  .but  the  grounds  upon 
ivhich  that  charge  was  made.  What  die  honorable  managers  w«re 
attempting  to  go  on  with,  were  these  grounds  which  have  been 
^letennined  and  over-ruled.  But  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  decided, 
that  tbey  cannot  examine  into  those  controverted  principles. 

^*  Since  you  have  been  drawn  into  the  introduction  of  these 
irrelevant  matters  on  your  minutes,  I  am  sure,  I  need  not  say  a 
word  about  the  inconvenience  of  their  remaining  on  your  minutes, 
beca^he  with  your  lordships  they  will  have  no  improper  weight." 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  "  Upon  what  grounds  they  did  ih^  act, 
with  regard  to  these  proceedings,  is  as  immaterial  as  the  colour  of 
the  domes  in  which  they  did  tnc  act.'*  ^      . 

Mr.  Whitbread.  **  I  shall  now  refer  to  the  entry  of  the  26th 
of  June,  1805,  on  your  Lordship's  Journals." 

Mr.  Cowper,  the  senior  clerk  of  the  House  of  Lords,  then  read 
the  message  brought  from  the  House  of  Commons  by  Mr.  Whit« 
bread  on  that  dav»  when  attended  bv  several  members,  he  stated 
to  their  Lordships,  that  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
had  commanded  him  to  impeach  Henry  Lord  Viscount  NJelyille' 
of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors.  (He  then  proceeded^  **  And  I 
do  here  in  their  name,  impeach  the  said  Henry  Vjscouiu  Melville^ 
of  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors,  and  I  am  desired  to  acquaint" 

Jour  Lordships,  that  they  will  exhibit  particular  articles  against 
im,  and  make  good  the  same." 

Mr.  Whitbread.  *•  To  comple^  the  evjlence  in  what  respects 
the  matters  of  account,  the  manage/s  of  tlie  Commons  are  desirous 
that  certain  Bank  balances  should  be  put  in*'' 

Mr.  Plomer.  **  I  shall  be  glad  to  know,  if  the  honorable 
managers  of  the  Commons  intend  to  introduce  supplemental  arti* 
cics  of  impeachment,'  as  well  as  supplemental  evidence  ?" 

Lord  Ellenborough  said,  that  the  honorable  managers  were 
proffering  proper  evidence  upon  a  competent  subject,  and  that 
their  conduct  was  not  calcolated  to  provoke  any  such  observa- 
tions. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  Q.  I  wish  your  clerk  to  read  the  balance  in  the 
Bank  book  in  the  account  a/  tfce  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  of  the  30th  of 
September,  1784? 

Mr«  Barlow.  A.  30tH  ^  September,  1784,  to  balance  from  old  ac- 
count,  150tl.  12s.  3d. 
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'Q.  ^fe  8ftm*'baTaii(fe  e>n  Ae  8  Wtof  December  of  the  same  year? 

A.  3 1  St  of  December^  17S4^  to  balance  from  the  old  account,  2S0IL 
128.  3d. 

Q.  The  same  balance  on  ibe  Slstof  March*  1785? 

.A.  dl9t  of  March,  17^9,  to  balance  fvom  old  account,  1X>0S1. 12s.  Sd. 

Q.  T)ie  same  baiance  on  the  50th  of  June,  1785  ? 

A.  The  30th  of  June,  1785,  to  balance  from  old  account,  50081. 428.3d. 

ft.  The  same  balance  on  the  30th  of  September,  i;r85? 

A.  The  30th  of  September,  1785,  to  balance  from  old  account,  4508L 
128. 3^.       . 

Q.  The  same  balance  on  the  30th  of  November,  1785?- 

A.  The  30th  of  November,  1185,  to  balance  ftoto  old  atccoinit,  550SI. 

1«8.  3d. 

Q.  Tbe  «anfe  balance  on  tlie  4th  of  January,  1786 }  V 

A,  The  4th  of  January,  1786,  to  bakncefromotdacooiMttZSOM.  I2s.34.||^ 
Q.  The  same  balance  on  the  SOtfa  of  January,  1786? 
A.  TheGOthof  Jfin,  .17^6,  to  balance  from  old  account,  83071.  4f.  4c}. 
Q.  The  samis  balance  on  the  348t  of  August,  1786? 
^A.  The  31st  of  Aug.  1786,  to  balance  from  old  account,  3071. 4s.  4(L 
Q.  The  same  balance  on  the  27th  of  Febniary,  1787  ?  . 
A  The  97th  of  Feb.  1787,  to  balance  from  old  accou lit, 3071.  is.  4d. 
Q.  The  same  balance  on  thR  31st  of  October,  1787  ? 
'   A.  The  3 1st  of  Oct.  1787,  to  baiance  ftom  old  account;^  9071. 4s.  4d. 
Q.  The  same  balance  on  the  S9th  of  March,  17es  ? 
A.  The^th  of  March,  1788,  to  balance  from  old  account,  4071. 4s.  H. 
Q.  The  same  balance  on  the  3 1st  of  May,  1788  ? 
A.  The  3tst  of  May,  1788,  to  balance  from  old  accoimt,  54071.  H.  4d. 
■    Q.  The  same  balance  on  the  S7th  of  September,  1788  > 

A.  The  ^7tb  of  Sept.  17S6,  to  balance  from  old  account,  407L  4s.  4d. 
Q,  The  same  balance  on  the  30ih  of  September,  1789? 
A.  The  30th  of  Sept  1789,  to  balance  from  old  account,  1071.  4s.4d« 
ii.  The  same  balance  on  the  3 1st  of  December,  1789  ? 
A.  The  31st  of  Dec.  |78p,  to  balance  from  old  account,  5071,  4s.  4d. 
-     Q»  The  same  balance  on  the  30th  of  September,  1790? 

A.  The  30th  of  Sept.  1790,  to  balance  from  old  account,  7071.  4s.  4d. 

Q.  The  same  balance  on  the  30th  of  December,  1790  ? 

A.  The  30th  of  Dec.  1790,  to  balance  from  old  account,  5n07!.  4s.  4d. 

M.  Plomer.  **  One  single  question  to  the  counsel  forthenobl? 
defendant,  would  have  dii»posed  of  all  this  investigation  of  Bgurci, 
foi'tliQ  balances  would  have  been  admitted." 

Mr,  Whitbiead.  ••  The  managers  have  only  to  regret,  that  the 
learned  counsel  did  not  state  their  admission  a  little  eartier« 
Tbcir  favourable  disposition  induces  me  to  hand  over  to  tbcca  an 
accounti  with  which  I  hope  they  will  concur. 

Mr.  George  F^nnd  recalled^  and  examined  by  Mr.  WhUbread. 

Q.  Have  you  examined  and  signed  that  account? 

A.  I  have. 

Q,  Do  you  know  that  the  account  contains  the  results  from  tlw  boohs 
of  the  Navy  Pay  Office  ? 

A.  The  items  wete  taken  from  dte  particulars  in  books  of  the  paymaster. 

Q.  Are  you  referring^  to  official  books,  and  are  you  referring  to  the  iteon 
m  the  accounts  iu  such  books? 

A  I  am 
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A.  I  am  referring  to  such  books,  and  I  have  examined  these  rjqful|s« 
tnd  have  found  them  to  coincide  with  the  results  in  those  booke. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  Q.  Are  they  all  results. founded  upon  jou^  O^fa 
examination  ? 

A.  They  are>  my  lord,  with  the  addition  of  th^  Bank  notes. 

The  Lord  Chancellor.  •*  Have  you  any  other  evidence  to 
produce  ?'' 

Mr.  Whitbread.  "  Yes^  lay  lord,  in  consequence  of  the  ergo* 
examination  of  the  counsel  for  the  prosecution,  we  wish  thai  Mr* 
Meaux  shouldl)e  again  called. 

Jl/r.  Meaux  called^  and  examined  by  Mr.  fVhiiireoJ, 

Q.  This  gentleman  was  ci-oss-exa mined  with  respect  to  the  duties  of  the 
Board  of  Controul.    I  would  enquire 

Mr.  Plomer  interposing.  '*  This. witness  was  examined,  crbss- 
examined,  and  re-examined,  which  is  all  that  is  required  with  re- 
spect to  any  witness,  and  I  sliojuld  think  that  the  hon.  manageis 
were  cot  entitled  to  put  new  interrogatories,  and  revive  new  sub- 
jects. Is  it  consistent  with  any  notion  of  regularity,  will  thisj|ie« 
thod  not  prolong  the  matter  for  ever,  if  witnessses  are  thus  to  be 
examined  day  after  day,  and  if  the  established  rules  of  proceeding 
are  thus  to  be  abandoned  ? 

Mr.  Whitbread  was  about  to  propose  a  question,  as  to  a  pension 
of  which  Lord  Melville  is  in  the  receipt,  when  the  Lord  Chancel' 
lor  said,  that  under  the  circumstances  in  which  Mr.  Meaux  was 
recalled,  the  question  roust  be  put  by  leave  of  the  court.  Mr. 
Whitbread  then  waved  the  question,  observing,  that  as  the  learhed 
cotifMel  were  disposed  to  shew  how  Lord  Melville  had  served  thq 
publict  he  on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons,  was  willing  to 
expose  how  he  was  paid  by  the  public. 

Mr.  Whitbread  then  said,  that  the  managers  wished  to  shew  an 
entry  in  the  Journals  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that  Mr.  Secre- 
tary Dundas  was  one  of  the  persons  ordecttl  to  bring  in  a  certain 
biti  on  the  8th  of  May,  179::$,  and  if  the^arned  counsel  on  the 
other  side  had  no  objection,  to  prevent  delay,  he  would  put  in  ^n 
attested  copy. 

Mr.  Barlow  read  from  the  Commons  Journal  the  order  for 
bringing  m  the  bill  fpr  the  better  regulation  of  the  office  of  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  and  that  Mr.  Secretary  Dundas,  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral, do  prepare  and  bring  in  the  same. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  '*  The  managers  of  the  Commons  now  pro- 
pose to  bring  one  or  two  witnesses  for  the  completion  of  their 
case.  , 

Mr.  John  Spatturvoade  called  and  exarnined  by  Mr,  IVbiibread. 

Q.  Are  yon  a  solicitor  in  I^ndon  ? 
A.  laoa^ 

Q.  I  were 
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Q.  Were  you  in  partnership  vith  your  father  ? 

A.  I  wai. 

Q..  Did  your  late  father  act  as  so1t<^itor  to  Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  I  believe  he  did  on  some  occasion. 

Mr.  Whiibread-    **^hi$  witness  may  withdraw'* 

Mr.  Hugh  Warren  swontf  arid  examined  by  Mr.  Whiibreai. 

Q.  Arc  you  deputy  Keeper  of  the  Signet?  ' 

A.  1  am. 
,  Q.  Was  Lord  McWille  Keeper  (^  the  Signet  > 

A.  He  was. 

Q.  Is  he  now  so } 

A.  No. 

Q.  Who  is  the  present  Keeper  of  the  Signet  ? 

A.  Mr.  Robert  Dundas. 

Q.  Was  this  in  consequence  of  a  reversion  while  Lord  Melville  was 
keeper  ? 

The  Lord  Chancellor  objected  to  this  question. 

,Q.  What  Is  the  income  of  the  office  \ 

A.  It  is  uncertain :  sometimes  it  is  considerable. 

Mr.  Whitbread.     **  I  haw  no  farther  questions  to  ask.^ 

Cross-examination  by  Mr.  Plonier. 

Q.  Do  not  the  profit|of  this  place  ai^se  from  the  sale  of  valuable  offices? 

A.  They  do. 

Q.  Does  it  not  produce  in  some  years  many  thousands,  and  in  Qtheif 
nothing. 

A.  it  is  unceilain. 

Several  other  questions  were  proposed  by  Lord  Lauderdale,  and 
the  learned  counsel,  respecting  the  emoluments  of  the  office,  and 
the  witpess  was  asked  ;t  Lord  Melville  were  not  Lord  Advocate 
of  Scotland,  and  if  the  profits  of  the  office  were  considerable,  to 
boih  which  questions  he  answered  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Robert  Dundas  was  then  sworn^  and  examined  by 

Mr.lVhitbread. 

Q.  Are  you  not  in  the  ilceipt  of  Lord  Melville's  salary,  .as  Keeper  o^ 
thcFrivySeal* 
A.  I  am. 

Q.  Has  there  been  any  addition  to  the  salary  since  the  year  ISOO  ? 
(Mr.  Plomcr  objected  to  the  question,  aind  it  was  withdrawn.) 
Q.  Arc  you  receiver  for  Lord  Melville  generally  in  Scotland? 
A.  I  am. 

Mr.  Whitbread.  •«  The  last  matter  to  which  I  shall  call  your 
Lordship's  attention,  is  this,  llie  Commons  have  produced  in 
evidence  the  relca§e;^betwccn  Lord  Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter  of  the 
18th  of  April  in  i  t>03.  They  now  mean  to  prove,  that  his  Lord- 
ship  was  in  London  the  28ili  of  April  in  that  year,  and  took  his 
sear  in  the  Hoiise  of  Peers." 

Mr.  Plomer.  "  I  do  not  know  that  any  thing  turns  upon  that.*  • 
Mr.  Whitbread.  •«  He  tobk  his  seat  iipon  that  day,  but  as  the 
proof  is  objected  to,  the  Commons  ijow4gk>se  their  evidence. 

Sir 
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*'  IT  is  now  my  lords,  my  duty  to  take  a  summary 
view  of  the  evidence,  and  to  comment  upon  the  variouf 
particulars  adduced  before  you. 

"  In  every  observation  I  make,  I  shall  carefully  bear 
in  mind,  and  I  entreat  your  lordships  also  to  recollect, 
that  the  evidence  to  which  your  attention  is  directed,  is 
the  testimony  only  of  the  accusers.  Until  the  noble  de- 
fendant has  been  heard,  until  his  witnesses  have  been 
examined,  it  is  impossible  to  say  that  any  fact  has  been 
established,  however  true  it  may  appear  in  the  present 
state  of  the  enquiry.  The  witnesses  on  the  other  side  may 
explain  what  is  doubtful,  may  contradict  what  is  inaccu- 
rate, and  great  injustice  would  be  done  in  the  course  of 
such  proceedings,  if  facts  were  received  as  determined 
without  remembering  that  an  answer  is  to  come  which 
may  materially  vary  the  case  before  the  Court 

^*  There  is'  no  man  accustomed  to  judicial  investigation 
who  is  not  sensible  that  a  case  may  be  proved  and  ap- 
pear wholly  unanswerable,  and  yet  may  be  completely 
overturned  in  the  course  of  the  defence. 

^'  It  is  not  only  my  duty  to  comment  upon  the  evidence, 
but  ta  state  the  full  force  and  effect  of  that  evidence  :  to 
state  in  what  I  conceive  no  defence  q^n  possibly  be  sup^ 
ported,  what  are  the  crimes  which  appear  to  me  irrevo- 
cably fixed  upon  the  noble  defendant,  and  what  are  the 
aggravations  with  which  those  crimes  are  attended. 

**  1  am  not  only  to  do  this  in  justice  to  those  I  have 
the  honor  tQ  represent  on,  this  occasion;  but  in  justice 
to  Lord  Melville  himself:  it  is  necessary,  that  the  foil 
force  of  the  eyidencjS  should  be  shewn,  that  he  may 
avail  himself  of  it,  in  reply  to  the  charges  so  maintained. 
It  is  fit  I  should  do  this,  tl)at  this  august  Court  may  be 
ful)y  aware  of  all  that  they  may  expect  from  the  noble 
defendant,  in  the  answer  he  is  to  give  to  our  case,  and 
-that  he  himself  may  be  completely  appriserf  of  the  con- 
clusions deducible  frttp  the  evidence  at  its  termination. 

.  "  In 
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'^  In  the  course  of  what  I  shall  have  to  offer  on  this 
occasion,  I  must  state  many  things  which  will  be  ex« 
tremely  mortifying  to  Lord  Melville,  and  to  those  nu- 
merous and  dignified  friends  wbo  are  connected  with 
him.  For  myself^  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  it 
is  a  painful  duty,  which  with  my  best  exertions  I  will 
fulfil/' 

''  In  this  innipcachment,  the  commons  have  no  perso^ 
nal  enmity  to  indulge.  They  cannot  avoid  recollecting 
the  honors  which  tmve  been  conferred  on  the  noble  de- 
fendant, the  splendor  in  whicli  he  has  lived,  the  royal 
&vor  by  which  he  has  been  distinguished;  and  they  reluc- 
tantly place  in  contrast,  the  humiliation  of  his  preseal 
condition,  called  upon  to  answer  the  most  s^rioua 
charges,  for  crimes  destructive  of  the  welfare  of  his  CGU|n- 
try.  Under  these  impressions  it  is  not  with  satisfaction^ 
much  less  with  exultation,  that  they  appear  before  youc 
lordships. 

'^  We  stand  in  a  situation  of  great  responsibility. 
We  are  sensible  that  the  managers  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons,  the  witnesses  which  have  been  examii>ed,  nay, 
every  person  concerned  in  the  cause,  is  at  this  moment 
with  the  eyes  of  the  nation  fixed  upon  them,  and  all  of 
us  may  be  said  to  be  in  a  certain  sense  upon  our  trial. 

"  We  are  my  Lords,  as  well  as  you  the  ministers  of 
justice,  we  like  you  have  a  great  and  important  duty  to 
discharge,  not  when  compared  indeed  with  that  which 
you  will  have  to  fulfil,  when  the  proceedings  here  are 
concluded,  and  you  are  called  upon  to  determine  the 
fate  of  the  noble  defendant. 

*'  I  will  now  proceed  to  state  the  course  I  shall  pur- 
sue. I  shall'first  explain  what  are  the  crimes  with  which 
Lord  Melville  is  charged,  and  shall  next  state  the  evi- 
dence applicable  to  the  charges,  and  distfnguish  wliat 
appears  ta  me  to  be  certain  and  incontrovertible,  from 
what  is  ppoblematicdl.    - 

"  The  crimes  with  which  the  noble  defendant  is 
charged,  are  of  two  kinds;  they  are  offences  j^ainst 
the  common  law,  and  also  against  positive  institution. 
The  first  and  tenth  articles  relate  only  to  otTences  against 
the  former,  all  the  others  are  not  only  against  the  com* 
mon  law,  but  in  violation  of  an  acLfif  parliament 

^  "I  shall 
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^  i  Qball  now  proceed  to  ^be  consk^ra4:k>n  of  the  &t^ 
and  tenth  artklefi,  «i9>d  an  obf^eiyation  idiLch  has  lately 
&Uea  from  tlie  ieaToed  counsel  for  Lo4*d  Melville,  makes 
it  proper  that  I  should  exi[;^in  that  the  6rst  and  tenth  ar«- 
tides  ar^  in  substance  the  same^  that  there  is  a  difference^ 
excepting  what  regards  the  sum  alledged;  in  all  other 
respeclB  the  fir^t  and  tevth  articles  nvay  be  identified, 
llaie  evidence  wMch  applic'S  to  the  one  is  referable  to  tiie 
other,  and  sending  up  this  tenth  supplewientary  artici^^ 
altfaeogh  it  has  been  represented  as  a  proceeding  of  se- 
verity against  tbe  noble  Lord,  was  only  in  fact  doifigp 
irbat  fairness,  honor,  and  humanity  required. 

"  Tlie  first  article  charsjes,  tbat  whilst  the  »oblc  Lbrd 
was  Treaswrer  of  the  Navy,  be  took  from  the  money  in 
his  Majesty's  Exchequer  entrusted  to  him  in  that  cha- 
racter, tlie  sum  of  W>,0001.  or  some  other  large  sum  o( 
money,  and  did  fraivd^ulently  and  illegally  convert  the 
same  to^bis  own  use,  or  other  purposes  tl)an  those  of  the 
Navy  service. 

**  Snbsfeqnieritly  to  the  time  when  the  other  articles 
were  preferred,  the  messengers  of  the  commons  were 
iiaformed  that  Ix>rd  Melville  had  possessed  himself  of 
larger  smns  than  the  10,0001.  pai  ticulariy ;  but  not  ex«- 
clusively  adverted  to  in  the  first  article,  and  they  might 
have  given  evidence  under  that  article  alone,  to  all  the 
sums  so  misapplied.  But  having  distinguished  the  sum  of 
10,O0Gl.  they  thought  that  his  Lordship  might  not  be  so 
^•e II  prepared  to  meet  tlie  rest  of  the  charge,  and  in  can- 
dor to  the  noble  Lord  the  tenth  article  was  framed  which 
would  render  him  perfectly  aware  of  the  extent  of  their 
charges. 

•*  To  revert  to  the  first  article.  It  states  that  these 
9tims  he  applied  to  his  own  use,  or  to  some  other  cor- 
rupt and  illegal  purposes  and  to  other  purposes  than 
those  of  the  public  Navy  services  of  the  kingdom,  and 
ttMit  he  continued  this  practice  after  the  passing  the  act 
of  parliament  for  the  better  regulating  the  office  of  the 
treasurers  of  his  Majesty's  Navy. 

*•  This,  my  Lords,  is  the  distinct  charge  in  the  first 
article. 

*'lt  can  scarcely  be  necessary  to  explain  that  this  is  an 
offence  against  the  common  law.     If  an  officer  accept  a 
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Mary  tipon  the  express  condition  that  he  will  not  do 
8  certain  act,  and  be  do  that  act,  he  is  guilty  of  a  breack 
of  duty,  which  is  an  offence  against  the  comnioQ 
law.  Without  dwelling  a  moment  on-  this  self-evideat ' 
proposition,  I  shall  proceed  to  examitae  the  state  of  tbt 
fact,  and  observe  upon  the  testimony  which  applies  to 
it.  But  before  I  do  tliis  I  will  just  take  notice,  that  al-  |r 
though  I  mast  unavoidably  trespass  much  up#n  your 
Lordships  time ;  it  is  not  my  intention  to  state  all  or 
even  a  great  part  of  the  evidence^  to  which  you  have  giveo 
patient  attention  above  eight  days.  And  it  appears  to 
me  the  less  necessary  to  take  that  comprehensive  view; 
because  in  my  conception  the  question  depends  upon  a 
few  points,  which  may  be  circumscribed  within  a  very 
narrow  compass,  so  that  it  will  not  be  expedient  to  fole 
low  up  the  evidence  through  the  multifarious  items  of 
account,  in  order  to  satisfy  your  Lordships'  minds  of  the 
only  matter  into  which  you  a^e  to  enquire,  whether  the 
noble  Lord  be  or  be  not  guilty* 

'^  My  Lords,  we  have  thought  it  our  duty,  to  produce 
all  the  materials,  all  the  vouchers,  and  documents  we 
could  supply  in  the  course  of  the  evidence,  in  order  to 
disclose  to  the  utmost  of  our  power  the  nature  of  the 
accounts  and  of  the  transactions ;  and  you  will  not  be 
surprised  Ihat  we  have  done  so,  when  you  reflect  that 
the  party  accused,  being  a  public  accountant  and  cm« 
ploying  all  (he  information  of  which  he  is  in  posssession 
for  the  defence,  has  taken  especial  care  not  to  produce 
a  tittle  of  evidence,  a  single  scrap  of  paper  to  explain 
the  circumstances  of  his  situation  and  conduct 

'^  Although  so  much  of  your  time  has  already  been 
engaged  in  the  narrative  of  this  affair  it  will  be  necessary 
tQ  recal  your  Lordships  attention  to  a  few  of  the  parti* 
culars.** 

"  Ydu  will  recollect  that  his  Majesty  appointed  com- 
missioners,  to  enquire  into  the  state  of  the  public  ac* 
counts,  that  these  commissioners  made  certain  reports 
in  the  progress  of  their  duty,  which  were  laid  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  Commons  House  came 
to  resolutions,  after  deliberating  on  these  reports. 

"  My  Lords,  the  tliird  report  has  been  read  in  evi- 
dence  on  this  occasion,  and  you  have  found  that  the 
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rommissiodeird  Irhen  they  enquired  into  the  office  of  the 
TVeasurer  of  the  Navy  discovered  it  to  bie  inconvenient 
that  large  sums  should  be  suffered  to  remain  in  the  hand^ 
of  that  public  officer,  atid  thac  this  practice  required  the 
interposition  of  authority  to  prevent  its  continuance. 
Their  object  was  to  express  their  sentiments,  that  the 
doraini<)n  over  the  money  of  the  office  ought  not  to  re- 
main in  the  hands  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy.  It  is 
not  necessfiry  now  to  read  the  report;  but  your  Lord- 
ships will  see  the  particular  inconvenience  which  the 
commissioners  have  noticed. 

''  In  consequence  of  that  communication  the  House 
of  Comnion^  came  to  the  resolutions  to  which  I  have 
alltided  on  the  19th  of  June  1782,  and  one  of  them  was 
thud  expressed.^ — "  It  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee^ 
from  henceforward  that  the  Pay-master  Gerterai  and  Trea- 
surer of  the  Navy  for  the  tihie  being  shall  not  apply  any 
sumor  sums  of  money  invested  with  them  or  either  of 
them  for  any  purposes  df  advantage  or  interest  to  them- 
selves, either  directly  or  indirectly. 

^*  Subsequent  to  this  resolution  his  Majesty  was  plpased 
td  grant  an  augmentation. of  the  salary  of  the  Treasurer 
df  the  Navy  so  large  as  more  than  to  double  the  eriiolu- 
m^nt  be  b^foiie  received,  for  the  express  purpose  that  he 
^oufd  not  make  us^  of  any  of  thi^  public  nK)ney. 

"  The  Treasurer  of  the  navy  at  that  time  wa*»  Mr.  tsaac 
'Barrfe,  and  he  received  this  increase  of  salary,  and  a 
warrant  sanctioned  this  augmentation.  The  public  mo« 
ney  was  no^  to  be  devoted  exclusively  to  public 
services,  and  as  a  compliance  in  this  respect  from  the 
officer  was  purchased  at  so  high  a  price,  it  might  be 
well  supposed  that  the  person  receiving  this  emolument 
would  have  acted  in  obedience  to  this  regulation. 

*'  Mr.  Isaac  Barrfe  acted  consistently  with  his  duty  in 
this  respect 

"  On  the  19th  of  August  of  the  same  year,  Mr.  Henry 
Dundas  was  appointed  to  the  same  office  and  upon  the 
same  conditions*  and  his  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased 
by  a  royal  warrant  also  to  him,  to  secure  the  augmenta«^ 
tion  of  the  salary  to  4000  L  a  year.  The  warrant  bore 
date  on  the  fiSd  of  October,  and  it  states  that  this  com* 
pensatioAy  ^  We  are  graciously  pleased  to  grant  to  him 
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clear  of  all  deductions,  in  full  satisfactioa  of  all  wag^pl^l- 
and  fees,  and  other  profits  and  emoluments  beretofoufci!*^ 
enjoyed  by  former  Treasurers  of  our  Navy.  m  th 

*'  The  noble  Lord  ivas  in  the  enjoyment  of  this  anh|'  0\ 
pic  renumeration  during  all  the  time  he  held  this  dig- 
nified  office,  and  the  only  question  before  your.  Lordshi] 
is,  if  having  received  these  emoluments  he  has  complied] 
with  the  conditions  on  which  they  were  granted.  fs^ 

*^-  I  am  sure  from  this  state  of  the  matter,  that  if  as  wcl "  ^ 
must  suppose  from  some  questions  which  have  been  potfciio 
by  the  learned  counsel;  if  there  be  any  attempt  todrawptl^ 
your  attention  to  the  enquiry  M'hclher.ihe  public  hassus* 
tai tied  any  loss  by  disobedience  to  this  regulation,  il^^^ 
will  be  an  attempt  lo  direct  your  minds  to  a  subjeciwi^ 
wholly  irrelevant.  A  person  receiving  so  large , a  reward, 
is  not  to  judge  if  the  public  suffer  inconvenience  by  h» 
deviation  from  the  terms  on  which  he  is  permitted  to 
enjoy  it.  Are  the  public  to  give  upwards  of  2O0O1.  a  year,  te 
merely  that  the  monies  of  the  state  should  be  untouched,  b 
and  is  this  officer  to  obtrude  his  opinion,  and  disobey  |^ 
the  injunctions  he  receives.  What  was  he  required  to 
do  m  return  for  this  advantageous  arrangement?  No- 
thing was  added  to  his  duties,  he  was  required  only  to 
abstain  fi'om  the  use  of  the  public  money,  and  for  thi$ 
alone  the  sacrifice  was  made,  and  his  salary  was  dou* 
bled." 

**  My  Lords,  it  will  te  now  my  endeavour  to  shew 
that  although  he  received  thi^sum,  he  neglected  the  du^ 
for  w4iich  it  was  given,  and  applied  the  public  monies  tp 
his  own  benefit.  The  fact  is  proved  to  you  and  I  shall 
pass  over  the  evidence  without  much  comment. 

**  Lord  Melville  was  appointed  in  August,  and  on  thp 
6th  of  November  the  sum  of  45,0001.  was  issued  to  him 
for  the  service  of  the  Navy.  On  the  22d  of  the  same 
month  50,0001.  and  shortly  after  93,8301.  were  issued. 
These  three  sums  considerably  exceed  180,000,1.  and  I 
find  upon  "the  evidence  that  no  less  than  ll,O0Ol.  was 
intercepted  in  its  course  and  directed  into  improper 
channels.  Of  the  45,0001.  only  40,0001.  was  carried 
"to  the  credit  of  Lord  Melville  at  the  bank  :  .the  remain- 
ing 5,0()0l.  was  received,  but  devoted  to  some  purpose. 

I  clo  not  say  that  tlverc  is  legarcvfdence  that  the  whole 
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5,0001.  was  applied  to  the  use  of  Lord  Melville ;  but  I 
say  that  there  is  evidence  of  itsj  being  devoted  tp  sdme 
other  than  the  legitimate  purpose.  ^ 

"  Ot  the  second  sum:  viz.  50,0001.  only '47^0001.^ 
reached  the  Bank,  and  S, 000 1.  paid  in  bank  notes  was 
Otherwise  employed  :  and  of  the  last  sum  only  90,0001. 
found  its  way  to  the  Bank,  nearly  4,0001.  being  withheld 
for  some  private  use. 

"  You  have  had  it  in  proof  my  Lords,  that  5,0001, 
part  of  the  first  6um,  which  ought  to  have  been  carried 
to  the  Bank,  was  paid  at  tlie  Exchequer  in  five  bank 
notes  -of  i,000l.  each;  that  the  3,000l.  ,part  of  the 
50,000 1.  was  also  paid  in  bank  notes  at  the  same  office. 
Wr^'ith  respect  to  this  item  we  have  not  been  able  to  trace 
the  application  which  has  been  made  of  all  the  notes  j 
we  have  shewn  the-  purpose  to  which  one  pf  them  was 
directed,  and  that  another  was  devoted  to  the  immediate 
use  of  the  noble  Lord.  You  will  recollect,  that  one  of 
the  three  notes  was  a  few  days  after:  viz.  on  the  29th 
of  November  1782,  paid  into  Messrs.  Drummonds  to* 
the  private  account  of  the  Right  Honorable  Henry  Dun- 
das  ;  that  part  of  it  was  carried  to  his  credit  in  accbunt 
(600l.)  and  the  remaining  4001.  was  paid  to  himself  or 
to  son>e  person  sent  by  him  in  small  notes,  making  3S0V. 
together,  and  a  further  sum  of  20l.  Although  the 
learned  counsel  have  endeavoured  to  cast  a  cloud  round 
the  transaction;  the  fact  was  proved  in  a  manner 
which  can  leave  no  doubt  on  the  minds  of  your  Lordships. 
It  was  proved  by  the  clerk  who  received  thp  Qote,  that 
the  sum  was  passed  to  the  credit  of  Ix)rd  Melville;  that 
there  was  no  memorandum  made  and  no  receipt  given, 
but  the  entry  was  made  as  if  Lord  Melville  had  himself 
gone  to  tbe  shop  and  with  hjs  pwo  hand  paid  in  the 
money. 

**  It  is  not  possible  for  the  ingenuity  of  the  human 
mind  to  suggest  any  mode  in  which  the  money  could  be 
paid  by  another  person,  unless  it  can  be  imagined  that 
some  man  had  carried  the  money,  ordered  it  to  be  passed 
to  the  account  of  Mr.  Dundas,  was  determined  tp  hav^in 
no  credit  or  adventure  from  it  himself,  and  not  only  fo 
make  this  gratuitous  payment;  but  to  obliterate  all 
iraces  of  this  extraordinary  instance  of  generositv.    To 
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€f  y  the  letfit^  your  L(Nrd$bips  vill  cdnsider  this  ki  ibe 
highest  decree  improbable. 

'*  I  do  not  trouble  your  Lordships  in  detail  with  the 
tnanoer  in  which  we  bav^  identified  the  notes,  by  tfas 
elerks  of  the  Bank  and  of  Messrs.  Drummond,  or  yet 
perhaps  inore  satisfactorily  by  the  production  of  the  notei 
themselves.  You  will  however,  remember  that  by  the 
proper  persons  from  the  Bank,  we  have  proved  that  no 
two  notes  for  the  same  sum  were  ever  made  out  of  the 
Bfkme  humber  and  letter,  and  I  reflect  with  satisfaction 
OQ  the  attention  your  Lordships  have  paid  to  the  evi« 
dence  which  renders  the  repetition  of  this  auxiliary  testi- 
mony superfluous. 

^*  Thus  we  have  proved  that  one  of  tlie  five  notes  being 

Eart  of  the  6um  of  50,0001.  arrived  at  his  Lordships 
ankers,  and  was  passed  to  his  Lordship's  account.  We 
^ave  proved  likewise  that  another  of  these  notes  wa^ 
paid  into  the  house  of  Messrs.  Moffat,  Kensington,  and 
ipo.  in  discharge  of  a  bill  drawn  from  Edinburgh^  oo 
account  of  Lord  Melville, 

**  With  this  distinct  and  incontestible  proof  befor? 
your  Lordships,  we  confidently  affirm  that  this  moD^ 
imprested  for  public  services,  was  devoted  from  that 
service  to  the  separate  use  and  advantage  of  the  poblf 
Defendant;  the  one  note  to  increase  the  credit  of  bi« 
private  account  at  Messrs.  Drummond,  the  other  to  dis- 
charge a  particular  bill  against  his  Lordship,  and  there 
seems  to  my  mind  no  possibility  of  resisting  the  cpnclur 
mon." 

^  I  must  here  say  a  few  words  on  the  conduct  of  the 
learned  counsel  with  respect  to  the  evidence.     With  re- 
gard to  the  sums  received  from  the  Exchequer,  great 
pbjectiops  were  made  to  the  form  in  which  we  endea- 
vourecj  to  substantiate  the  facts,  and  they  were  pleased 
fo  rests(  ihe  production  of  public  books  ia  evidence  her 
jfore  you,  they  appearing  in  defence  of  a  public  officer,  in 
whose  office  these  very  boolcs  were  prepared.     This  ap- 
peared to  us  St)  strange  a  proceeding,  that  we  could  only 
suppose  it  to  be  in  perfect  .consistency  with  the  spirit  in 
which  all  vouchers  were  destroyed  with  a  view  to  shut  out 
IkU  information  from  your  Lordahips^ 


9t 


.  **  I  aip  awaiti  tbat  we  shftU  be  to](l  agaifis  t^at  this  far- 
apotb  was  not  ^be  objection  of  I.or(}  M elviUei  bpt  of  bh 
counsel,  in  opposuioii  to  his  warm  and  earnest  in  treaties. 
This  my  Ix>rds,  we  are  to  be  given  to  understand  is  one 
vf  tb^se  occ.a^ipns  on  which  they  have  obtained  his  loost 
celuctant  qpropliapce.    This  perhaps  is  the  first  time  ia 
aa  enquiry  of  this  gr^ve  nature,  that  the  parts  were  so 
^ast  between  the  npb^e  defendaixt  and  his  counsel,  tha^ 
yau  e&anot  at  all  discover  on  which  to  fix  the  imputa- 
tion.    The  noble  JLord  atfects  himself  to  court  enquiry^ 
to  be  anxipvis  to  have  bi^  conduct  fully  investigated; 
^nd  yet  his  learned  counsel  avail  themselves  of  everj 
formal  objection  to  elude  that  enquiry. 

^'  I  ^h;^U  notice  the  conduct  of  niy  learned  friends  . 
also  in  another  particular.  In  the  cross  exaoiinatioo  of 
the  witnesses,  tp  the  numerous  matters  of  accpunt  thejr 
have  particularly  directed  their  questions,  in  order  to 
ascertain  if  the  witnesses  had  no  recollection  of  the  trai^« 
actions^  and  deposed  i^erely  from  their  reliance  on  the 
accuracy  of  the  books.  If  it  were  replied  they  bad  no 
remembrance  of  the  transaction  itself  from  which  the 
lentry  was  made;  the  learned  counsel  seemed  to  suppose 
jtbat  the  proof  was  insufficient 

f'  If  these  gentlem'en  who  advocate  the  cause  of  the 

jfioble  Lprd  should  contend,  -  that  the  evidence  wo  have 

^ivet)  in  this  way,  is  not  in  itself  full  and  complete;  I 

will  venture  to  say,  that  it  will  be  one  of  the  most'  bold 

^nd  dangerpus  attempts  before  your  Lordships  to  de* 

stroy  the  effect  of  all  testimony.     What,  if  a  clerk  make 

£  ve  bundred  entries  ip  the  course  of  the  day»  is  he  at  a  great 

idistance  pf  time  expected  to  speak  to  each  particular 

entry  as  a  matter  of  recollection  1  My  Lords,  the  rMles 

.Pif  commoQ  law^   and  of  common  ciense,   are   not  so 

much  at  yariapce  as  they  would  pretend.     Instead  of 

receiving  additional  strength,  the  evidence  would  have 

been  macU  weakened  if  the  witnesses  had  affected  to 

recollect   what  had    passed    after  so  long   an   inter* 

yal.      There  is  not  my   Lords^    a  case  which  comes 

before  a  Court  of  judicial  enquiry,  which  does  not  re- 

9Prt  to  tlie  sutisfactory  form  of  evidence^  when  it  is  ca^ 

pable  of  being  produced.     Uoder  a  cbarge  of  forgery 

jibjifl  is  the  ysual  propfj  i^Qid  wbat  would  be  the  extent  of 
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crimes,  and  the  evils  consequent  upon  them,  if  tbii 
species  of  evidence  were  not  to  be  admitted.  On  a 
thousand  occasions  the  guilty  must  escape  punisbroent 
if  testimony  of  this'kind  were  to  be  rejected. 

"  Clerks  of  solicitors  are  sometimes  witnesses  eveij 
day  to  a  hundred  trunsactions  and  instruments,  h  n 
to  be  expected  they  should  speak  from  their  own  recol- 
lection, and  not  from  ttie  confidence,  that  they  would 
hot  fraudulently  apply  their  own  signature  ?  la  the  3d 
Term  Reports  there  was  a  precedent  exactly  in  point 
It  was  a  case  in  which  it  was  decided,  that  where  the  wit- 
ness had  no  recollection,  the  entry  was  sufficient.  If  Ibe 
witness  have  not  a  clear  recollection,  the  original  boob 
inust  be  produced  ;  but  if  he  still  retained  the  transac- 
tion in  hi»  memory,  this  production  was  not  necessary. 
It  is  easy  to  dispose  of  such  an  objection. 

Then  wc  assert  that  this  -2000/.  was  diverted  from  its 
proper  channel  by  Lord  Melville  within  a  few  months 
after  tlie  acceptance  of  the  office.  It  will  not  be  pre- 
tended that  this  sum  was  for  his  Lordsliip's  salary.  In 
the  first  place,  his  salary  could  not  have  reached  that 
amount  in  so  short  a  time  ;  and  in  the  next,  your  Lord- 
ships find  Mr.  Douglas  had  made  other  payments  to  the 
Treasurer  on  account  of  his  salary. 

*'  It  is  certainly  not  in  the  power  of  the  Managers  of 
the  Commons  to  shew  to  your  Lordships  in  the  same 
direct  and  unanswerable  manner  the  precise  application 
'ofthe  other  items  I  have  named  ;  but  although  we  cao- 
not  expose  the  inmiediatc  purpose,  yet  we  can  make  it 
evident  that  the  amounts,  instead  of  being  in  the  Baal^ 
■were,  by  the  permission  of  tlie  noble  Lord,  employed  af% 
way  contrary  to  law.  >   iJ'V' 

"  We  have  shewn,  that  on  the  30th  of  April,  '  "^' 

very  month  in  which  he  quitted  his  first  "" 
there  was  a  balance  against  him  c" 
'there  was  only  in  the  Bank  at  that', 
a  deficiency  of  23,000/.     Thatsi 
sequent  payments,  oi 


Hank  in  June  and  .Tuly. 
was  paid.     In  July  t.M. 
account,  one  of  500u/ 
■  have  proved  thatthty  ■ 
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t^ayne  and  Snqfith ;  that  the  former  payment  was  in  bank 
QGtes,  which  were  carried  to  the  Bank.  In  sho^•t,  by  va- 
rious payments  through  the  medium  of  Messrs.,  Muir 
and  Atkinson,  the  balance  due  from  the  Treasurer  wa3 
subsequently  reduced  to  7,600/.:  that  is,  tlie  diffeir 
ence  between  the  official  balance,  which  the  Treasurer 
ought  to  have  had  in  the  Bank,  and  the  actual  baUncfS 
he  bad  in  the  Bank  applicable  to  public  services.  We 
find  then  that  all  these  sums,  instead  of  being  in  ti;)e  pub.- 
lic  repository,  were  at  this  period  in  private  hands,  mid 
diverted  from  national  purposes, 

*'  Neither,  my  Lords,  is  it  in  our  power  to  prove  the 
actual  progress  of  the  private  negotiation,  and  .of  the  ip* 
terest  and  benefit  Lord  Melville  made  by  the  alienation 
of  these  large  ainounts :  It  would  be  sufficient  for  us  to 
make  it  appear,  that  he  received  some  advantage,  how- 
ever small,  from  this  great  defalcation  in  the  public  ac- 
counts, 

"  Having  now  shewn  the  balance  to  be  lessened  to 
7,600/-  I  shall  shew  its  further  reduction  to  1,600/. 

"  in  January,  1784,  Lord  Melville  was  appointed. to 
the  office  he  had  before  held,  and  at  that  time  the  ba- 
lance, remained  7,600/.  The  nomination  to  that  office 
enabled  him  to  discharge  this  balance,  and  you  will  fii\d 
that  it  was  so  paid  with  the  public  money  by  a  singular 
expedient.  In  March,  1/84,  he  paid  otf  a  partof  th€ 
old  accountby  a  transference  from  the  new  to  the  amount 
of  2000/  Thus  it  stood  at  5,600/.  until  the  24th  of  the 
next  month,  when  another  1000/.  was  transferred.  In  a 
stiort  time  an  additional  1000/.  wai  transferred  in  the 
same  way,  and  again  another  1000/.  until  as  early  as  the 
30th  of  June  following,  the  last  1000/.  was  transferred, 
making  in  the  whole  6000/.  alienated  from  the  new  ac- 
count to  the  old,  and  diminishing  the  balance  on  the  lat- 
ter, to  the  item  I  have  stated,  of  1,600/. 

•  \  Before  the  public  money  imprested  for  the  services 
of  the  navy  can.  l*e  so  applied  in  the  discharge  of  an  old 
debt,  it  has  been  proved,  tliat  some  steps  must  be  taken. 
If  such  a  transfer  be  made,  from  a  new  treasurer  to  an 
old  account, 'it  can  only  be  done  by  application  to  the 
Navy  Board,  and  under  an  order  for  that  purpose.     In 

this 
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|3  the  Bank  account  and  the  Treasurer's  official  acco 

|li  dtd  not  exceed  that  sum.  *  The  necessary  conclusioi 

:  J|  that  during  this  long  interval  when  be  held  this  oi 

Ba.  that  sum  was  applied  to  his  own  ptiv^t6  purposes. 

1^1  "  We  have  now  seed  that  by  making  up  the  old  accc 

[)l'  in  this  extraordinary  manner,  a  dinerence  against 

Hi  new  Treasurer,  in  the  new  account,  fliust  have  arise 

rii  6000/.     Soon  after  the  last  transfer  was  made  iil 

;^|'  month  of  June,  1784,  a  draft  was  made  by  the  Payi 

i  J  tef  to  Mr.  Swaffield  for  2000/.     The  name  of  Swaf 

'  i  was  employed,  but  the  money  never  came  into  his  pot 

r  1  tton.     In  May  following,  there  was  another  draft  foi 

\  like  amount,  under  the  same  circumstances,  making  t 

rtier  4000/.     Then  you  find   lOOO/.  paid  into  the  I 

tn  the  Treasurer's  new  aceouilt  by  a  clerk  in  tlie  oi 

who  had  received  the  amount  on  account  of  the  salai 

the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy.    The  6000L  and  the  4C 

make  a  deficiency  against  the  Treasurer  of  lO,000/« 

with  this  reduction  of  1000/.  the  amount  yet  du 

SOOOl.     Accordingly,  we  find  an  excess  of  that  am< 

in  the  official  balance,  compared  with  the  Bank  bala 

which  was  only  1 37,059/.  is.     To  the  3d  of  Novem 

I  the  balance  continued  in  this  state :  and  in  January  fol 

I  ing  1786,  it  was,  that  Mr.  Trotter  was  introduced  U 

I  office  of  Paymaster. 

J  "  Upon  this  appointment  Mr  Trotter  had  transfe 
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^ny  distinct  account,  the  monies  were  ail  blended  it|  th^ 
"^ank  account,  excepting  what  the  Ireasurer  had  biaiself 
withdrawn. 

•'  Your  Lordships  will  remember  that  I  lately adverj^ 

cd  to  two  aifferpnt  balances  against  I^rd  Melville,  the 

ane  of  1,600/.  in  the  old  account;  the  other  of  9,000/. 

in  the  new^  account.     Mr.  Trotter  has  told  you  that  he 

-examined  thj?  books  and  saw  t4jese  balances:  he  added, 

-4hat  Lord  Melville  himself  informed  him,  that  besides 

ilhe  balance  in  Isbe  Bank,  tliere  was  J 0,600/.  of  the  pubr 

lie  money  which  he,  as  Treasurer,  was  to*  account  for, 

jRecoUept,    my  Lords,  that  this  was  acknowledged  by 

Lord  MfSlville  as  a  balancie  for  which  he  was  accounts 

-^bre. 

**  It  might  b/8  necessary,  perhaps,  under  other  circum** 
stances,  to  explain  that  these* deticiences  did  not  origin- 
ate with  the  former  paymaster,  Mr.  Douglas.  Yon 
have  it  in  evidence,  that  since  his  executor  paid  in  the 
balance  required,  no  demand  was  made  upon  his  estate, 
although  he  has  been  now  dead  tweiity-one  years,  arul 
therefore  nothing  of  that  kind  can  be  confounded  with 
the  question  before  your  Lordships. 

"  I  am  sure,  my  t-prds,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for  me 
to  trouble  yoq  any  further  with  this  part  of  the  case  :  the 
cotifessioq  of  Lord  Melville  that  he  had  the  public  money 
which  he  had  received  in  his  official  character,  and  that 
he  employed  it  to  hid  own  private  gse  is  decisive,  and 
requires  1)0  comment. 

-  •*  But  this  is  not  the  only  occasion  on  which  the  gooi* 
fession  of  the  noble  defendant  Avill  be  available  in  sup- 
port of  these  charges.  He  has  told  you  that  he  had,  in 
fi  distinct  ^nd  separate  sum,  10,000/r  it)  his  hands,  and 
he  nevpf  would  rev^eal  jthe  application  of  it,  from  motives 
of  public  duty,  private  honor,  and  personal  convenience. 
**  Asto  whatw'as  the  object  to  which  the  10,000/  was 
applied,  we  are  totally  at  a  loss.  We  are  at  the  same 
difficulty  both  as  tg  the  time  and  mode  of  its  being  taken, 
as  to  the;  purpose  to  which  it  was  applied,  fov  we  do  not 
find  any  distinct  item  of  10,0(JO/.  at  least  none  unex- 
plained in  the  progress  of  the  account.  Jf  the  noble 
LoW  means  to  say  that  the  sum  of  10,000/.  only  was  di^ 
rccted  by  ^)im  frpip  its  proper  channel,  we  stand  Mt9 
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upon  our  own  evidence,  and  confidently  assert  wbatdat 
enables  us  to  maintain. 

•*  What !  is  Lord  Melville  a  public  accountant,  co- 
trusted  with  money,  in  the  open  face  of  day  to  declare 
that  be  has  employed  that  money  in  a  way  he  will  not 
expose  r  This  alone,  we  contend,  is  in  itself  a  main  tio- 
,  lation  of  the  law  of  the  land.     What!  this  accountant, 
the  servant  of  the  public,  to  tell  that  public,  that  he 
has  given  the  money  which  they  delivered  to  him  for  an  I  ^ 
express  purpose  to  fulfil  other  designs,  and  not  to  reveal  ^ 
the  motive  which  induced  him  to  abuse  their  confidence.    ^ 
"  Where,  my  Lords,  can  we  look  foranyjustificatiaa 
^  of  such  conduct  ?    Where  can  we  find  any  apology  for 
it?    Was  it  authorized  by  the  Sovereign?    Was  it  by  the 
usage  of  the  state  ?    Has  it  been  custooiary  with  the 
Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  to  divert  money,  ma^e 
over  to  him  for  certain  objects  of  great  importance,  t» 
other  purposes,  and  then  broadiy  to  announce  that  he 
will  not  discover  the  time^  or  the  occasion  when  this 
was  done  ? 

*^  No  such  vindication  or  exfcuse  appears  in  the  history 
of  past  times  y  and  we  charge  him  with  misapplying' the 
public  money  a  second  time  not  on  extraneous  and  col-|^< 
lateral  evidence  but  on  his  own  confession.  1^ 

"  We  have  been  informed  that  the  great  safeguard  rfr 
British  liberties  is,  that  the  funds  of  the  state  should  aot  1^ 
be  in  the  hands  of  its  ofHcers  but  for  public  porposo. 
The  money  voted  by  the  representatives  of  the  people  is 
not  withdrawn  from  the  nation  without  its  being  distinctly 
stated  what  are  the  specific  services  to  which  it  shall  te 
directed. 

^'  It  is  true,  that  in  some  peculiar  cases  ministers  are 
empowered  to  devote  certain  sums  to  what  are  called  se- 
cret services.  But  under  what  guard  is  this  extraordi* 
naiy  privilege  conceded  ?  The  minister  is  to  swear  that 
the  money  has  been  applied  to  public  purposes.  And, 
my  Lords,  will  you  endure,  that  this  wall  of  protection 
should  \fb  thrown  down,  that  these  prudent  maxims 
should  be  abaiuloncd  by  a  public  minister  from  his  own 
autliority,  merely  because  he  is  determined  to  elude  all 
enquiry. . 

*•  The  counsel  have  iflfomjed  you  that  during  the  pe* 
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riod  in  which  he  has  been  employed  in  this  office,  a  sum 
of  the  magnitude  of  140,000,000/.  has  passed  through 
bi$  bands.  Is  the  minister,  entrusted  to  this  enormous 
extent  by  the  generous  confidence  of  his  country,  to  say^ 
that  he  will  set  up  his  own  conscience  as  the  arbiter  of 
right,  add  will  not  render  a  faithful  account  of  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty  to  his  employers  ? 

'*  This  officer  has  not  even  condescended  to  tell  you 
that  the  money  was  thus  transferred  from*its  proper  direc- 
tion {or   beneficial  purposes;,  he  has  satisfied  himself  ' 
with  saying,  that  it  is  for  public  purposes.     Money  may 
be. devoted  to  public  purposes  in  away  most  pernicious 
to  the  interests  of  the  empire — moat  subversive  of  the  ' 
lights  of  the  people.     What  those  purposes  are,  be  ex- 
claims, I  will  not  declare.     What !  not  to  your  country 
calling  upon  you  to  avow  them  ?   No,  I  never  will  dis- 
close the  application  of  your  property  I 
.    *^  Where,  my  Lords,  is  this  bold  declaration  made? 
It  is  in  the  face  of  the  assenSbled  Commons  of  Great  Bri- 
tain— it  is  in  the  very  sanctuary  of  public  liberty  that  be 
ventures  to  proclaim  bis  misconduct 

^  One  would  think  that  he  would  at  least  be  prepared 
to  shew  that  it  was  not  for  his  own  private  emolument^ 
that  this  money  was  extracted  from  the  purse  of  the  king- 
dom. But  what  does  he  do  ?  Before  he  announces  this^ 
to  the  Aation,  he  takes  care  to  destroy  every  vestige  of 
levidafice  by  which  he  can  be  detected. 

^*  Let  us  see  if  he  be  consistent  even  in  these  general 
acknowledgments  on  the  subject.  We  have  seen  what 
he  was  confident  enough  to  declare  in  the  ancient  seat 
of  British  rights.  What  does  he  say  in  the  presence  of 
the  Commissioners  ?  Commissioners  authorized  by  their 
country  to  audit  the  accounts  of  the  kingdom.  He  tells 
them  that  he  will  not  explain  the  transaction,  not  from 
Motives  of  public  duty  or  private  honour,  but  indeed  for 
a  species  of  perspnal  convenience  sufficiently  intelligible ; 
because  be  will  not  criminate  himself.  When  called  be- 
fore these  Commissioners,  his  courage  forsakes  him ;  we 
no  longer  hear  of  public  duty  and  private  honour,  but  he 
shelters  himself  under  an  act  of  parliament,  and  telb 
them  be  will  not  satisfy  their  enquiries,  lest  he  should  b^ 
•cpsppelled  to  answer  criminally  at  the  bar  of  bis  country. 
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**  Under  this  exposition  of  a  plaih  alnd  notorious  foct, 
the  Commons  submit  lo  your  Lordships,  that  unless  yott 
give  your  countenance  to  a  conduct  in  defiance  of  all 
that  is  decent,  of  all  that  is  Tenetable  in  the  state,  there 
is  an  end  of  the  case.  If  jou  do  s^nictioii  it,  all  the 
liberties  for  uhich  your  ance^^ors  have  bted  are  to  be  re- 
signed* 

**  I  shall  not  trespass  further  on  your  time  upon  these 
articles,  but  shall  now  proceed  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
case.  The  remaining  charges  refer  to  tire  construction 
of  a  particular  act  of  parliament,  and  therefore,  without 
occupying  your  attention  by  pointing  out  the  distinctions 
between  each  article,  I  shall  shew  the  general  nature  of 
the  crhne  which  the  senatorial  regulation  was  intended 
to  prevent. 

"  We  first  shew  that  hcnd  Melvfilc'  has  drawn*  cot 
money  not  for  the  general  service,  but  far  his  ow^n  pri- 
vate use.  We  then  proceed  to  explain  that  he  has  de- 
rived emolument  from  the  money  so  diverted  from  \iB 
legitimate  object-  On  tlie  first  part  of  the  case  I  have 
already  insisted  :  the  second  is  a  violation  of  the  statute 
as  well  as  an  offence  against  the  cofmuion  law,  as  I  before 
intimated* 

"  We  have  proved  that  Lord  Melville  did  derive  such 
profit  by  iransfciTing  the  money  to  private  bankeVs ;  and 
we  say  he  did  so,  by  receiving  advances  of  large  sums 
through  the  medium  of  M\\  Trotter;  and  wc  assert,  that 
it  is  a  high  aggravation  of  tiie  ofiertc6  that  he  destroyed 
all  the  papers  which  ho  thought  could  give  evidetice  oH 
tliis  subject. 

•'  I  have  merilioned,  that  in  January,  178(),  Mr.  Trot* 
tier  was  appointed  Paymaster,  and  then  it  was  that  Lord 
Melville  took  the  lead  in  that  legislative  provision  by 
witich  the  abuses  of  his  office  Kere  to  be  abolished.  It 
warj  indeed  highly  gratifying  to  the  nation,  to  see  a  person, 
who  was  hfimsdf  in  an  official  situation,  thus  step  forward 
to  prevent  such  abuseiv  in  the  establishment  over  which 
he  presided.  A  report  was  made  by  the  Conuiiissioneir 
to  whom  I  have  aUuded,  called  the  Eighth  Report.-  Aa 
act  of  parliament  as  early  as  the  twentieth  year  of  the 
king,  and  several  subsequent  statutes,  were  passed,  "for 
a[/^ointing  and  enabling  Conmussioncrs  to  examine,  take 
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and  state  the  ptiblic  accounts  of  this  kingdom,  and  also 
for  examining  and  stating  in  what  manner,  and  at  what 
times  die  receipts,  issues  and  expe^nditures  of  the  putilic 
monies  were  accounted  for,  and  for  constdering  of  and 
reportiflg  by  what  means  ihe  public  accounts  might  lu 
future  be  passed,  and  tlie  accountants'  compelled  to  pay 
the  balances  or  monies  due  from  tliein  ih  a  more  expedi* 
tioiis,  more  effectual,  and  les^sexpensrve  manner. 

**  We  have  seen  tliat  the  Eighth  Jleport  I  have  ju^t 
tncntioned,  was  presented  to  the  House  of  Commons^ 
and  it  states  that  "  the  legislature  have,  in  the  last 
session  of  puliament,  introduced  into  the  office  of  the 
Paymaster  General  of  the  Forces,  a  regulation,  Mhich, 
as  it  seems  to  us,  maybe  applied  as  beneficiall}' to  the 
office  of  tlie  Treasurer  of  the  Navy.     The  custody  of  tl)e 
Cash  applicfable  to  the  navy  services  may  be  transferred 
from  tlie  Treasurer  to  the  Bank  of  England,  and  tlveac-* 
count  only  of  the  receipts  and  payments  be  kept  in  his 
office;  all  the  sums  now  received  by  him,  may  be  received 
•  by  the  Bank ;  sums  from  the  Exchequer  may  be  imprested 
to  the  Bank ;  sums  directed  by  the  letters  of  the  different 
boards  to  be  paid  to  him,  may  bedirectcil  to  be  paid  into 
the  Baik;  all  bills  assigned  upon  him  for  |)ayment  may 
be  paid,  and  at)  extra  payments  may  be  made  by  h'\s 
drafts  upon  the  Hank;  the  payment  of  tlie  seamen,  the 
artificers,  and  labourers  in  the  yards,  and  the  persons  iu 
the  hospital  ships,  and  On  the  half-pay  list»,  must  be  car- 
ried on  in  the  same  manner  as  it  is  now.  These  men  can- 
not be  paid  by  drafts,  they  must  have  cash,  and  with 
that  cash  the  pay-clerks  nwist  be  entrusted,  as  they  are  at 
present ;  and  tlie  Treasurer  must  continue  to  be  respon- 
sible foi;  them,  \is  for  officers  of  his  appointment,  and 
under  liis  controul,  but  this  will  be  no  obstruction  to  the 
regulation.     The  nioney  may  be  all  issued  to  pay  clerks 
by  the  drafts  of  the  Treasurer  upon  the  Bank,  according 
to  the  requisitions  of  the  Navy  Board,  in  like  manner,  as 
many  of  these  sums  are  issued  at  this  day ;  and  upon  the 
death  or  resignation  of  a  Treasurer,  the  balances  of  lii^ 
cash  in  the  Bank,  and  in  tl>e  hands  of  his  pay-clerks« 
may  be  struck  immediately,  and  carried  over  to  the  ac- 
count of  his  successor.     In  diis-situatiou,  the  Treasurer 
ocither  ri^reiving  nor  paying  public  money  hiiusti^,  can  be 
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tieithcr  debtor  to,  nor  creditor  of  the  puUic,  except  as 
far  as  he  may  be  responsible  for  bis  clerks;  on  parsing  his 
accoimtSy  the  bill  indorsed  or  requisition  of  the  Navy 
Hoard,  is  both  his  authority,  and  voucher  for  his  draft; 
the  draft  indorsed,  is  the  voucher  for  the  Bank  to  prove 
their  payment. 

*'  My  Lords,  you  now  see  the  whole  object  of  Parlia* 
roent  before  you,  and  it  is  extremely  material  that  yoo 
should  consider  the  terms  of  this  report  The  exclusive 
design  of  the  act  was  to  leave  nothing  in  the  power  of  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  :  as  long  as  the  statute  was  res- 
pected he  could  ticither  be  a  debtor  nor  a  creditor  of  the 
state,  and  to  prevent  his  interference  with  the  monies  for 
the  transfer  of  which  he  was  the  ofiiciai  medium  a 
large  salary  was  assigned  to  him. 

"  You  then  fincf  that  leave  was  given  to  bring  in  the 
bill  thus  recommended  by  the  weight  and  authority  of 
these  commissioners,  and  we  have  seen  bow  far  theJRight 
Honorable  Henry  Dundas  went  on  instrumeataUy  in  dbii 
business.  The  bill  passed  the  House  of  Conimons»  and 
Mr.  Dundas,  then  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  was  directed  to 
carry  it  to  the  Lords  and  having  proceeded  thus  far  } 
must  now  advert  to  the  provisions  of  the  act  itself 

^^  The  first  section  enacts,  That  from  and  after  the 
*^  first  day  of  July,  1785)  tlie  Ti^asurer  of  bis  Majesty's 
<^  Navy  for  the  time  being,  in  all  memorials  to  be  by  biift 
**  presented  to  the  Treasury  for  money  for  navy  service^ 
^*  shall  pray,  that  such  sum  as  he  requires  may  be  issued 
^^  to  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  En^and, 
^*  on  his  account,  and  shall  transmit  with  eadi  memorial, 
^  a  copy  of  the  letter  or  letters  from  the  Commissioners 
*'  of  the  Navy,  Victualling,  and  Sick  ixid  Hurt  Boards, 
**  directing  him  to  apply  for  such  sum  or  sutns ;  in  which 
*^  letter  or  letters,  the  said  Commissioners  shall,  and  they 
*'  are  hereby  required  and  directed  to  specify,  for  .what 
**  particular  service  or  services  the  said  money  is  wanted, 
**  and  shall  also  state  the  balances  then  in  tl>e  hands  of 
^*  tf^e  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  under  each  head  or  service 
**  respectively ;  and  the  Commissioners  of  his  Majesty  s 
*^  Treasury  for  the  time  being,  by  their  letter  from  time, 
*^  to  time,  shall  direct  the  Auditor  of  the  Exchequer,  to 
^  issue  to  ibe  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 
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£ngland  on  account  of  the  Treasurer  of  Iiis  Majesty^ 
Navy,  naming  such  Trefeurer  for  the  time  being,  the 
^'  sunj  for  which  5uch  letter  shall  be  drawn  upon  the  un* 
*^  satisfied  order  at  the  Excliequer,  in  favour  of  the  said 
•*  Treasurer,  for  which  the  receipt  of  the  Cashier  or 
"  Cashiers  of  the  said  Governor  and  Company,  shall 
'*  be  a  sufficient  discharge ;  and  all  sums'  for  which 
**  letters  of  the  Commissioners  of  his  Majesty's  Treasury, 
**  shall  be  drawn,  shall  be  issued  to  tlie  Governor  and 
^'  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  in  like  manner  as 
^*they  have  been  heretofore  issued  to  the  Treasurer  of 
^^  his  Majesty  s  Navy^  and  all  such  monies  to  be  issued 
**  to  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England, 
^  shall  be  placed  to,  and  on  account  or  accounts  to  be 
"  raised  in  the  books  of  the  Governor  and  Company  of 
*^  the  said  Bank  of  England,  and  to  be  intituled.  The 
^^  Account  of  the  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  in- 
*'  serting'the  name  of  such  Treasurer  for  the  time  being, 
*'  for  Pay.branch,  Cashier's  branch,  find  tlie  Victualling 
**  branch  ;  and  on  receipt  of  all  Such  monies  at  the  Ex- 
**  chequer,  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  shall  immediately 
*'  certify  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Navy  an  account 
*'  of  the  whole  receipt  under  the  respective  heads  of  ser- 
**  vice ;  and  shall  also  certify  to  the  Commissioners  of 
"the  Victualling  and  Sick  and  Hurt  Boards,  the  particu- 
**  lar  sums  received  and  applicable  to  those  services  res- 
"  pectively. 

Third  Section — "  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that 
**  from  and  after  the  1st  day, of  July,  1785,  no  money 
^^  for  the  service  of  the  navy  shall  be  issued  from  his 
"  Majesty's  Exchequer  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  or 
^^  shaJl  be  placed,  or  directed  to  be  placed  in  his  hands 
"  or  possession ;  but  th^  same  shall  be  issued  and  di- 
**  rected  to  be  paid  to  the  Governor  and  Company  of 
**  tke  Bank  of  England,  and  to  be  placed  to  the  accounts 
^<  abovra[ientioned,  according  to  the  services  for  which  it 
**'  is  craved  and  issoed*  - 

Fourth  Section-—"  And  be  it  enacted,  that  the  Tvcfif^ 
surer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  for  the  time  being,  by 
himself,  or  tlie  person,  or  persons  in  his  office  duly 
authorised  by  the  said  Treasurer,  from  and  after  the 
first  day  of  July>  1785,  shaH  draw  upon  the  Governor 
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**  and  Company  af  the  Bank  af  England  for  aW  nivjr 
**  servicesSvhatever,  and  shall  specify  in  each,  and  everj 
•*  draft,  the  head  of  service  for  which  the  same  is  drawn, 
*•  and  HO  draft  of  the  said  Treasurer,  or  thp  person,  or 
•^persons  authorised  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  deemed  as 
^'  k\  sufficient  vpucher  to  the  said  Governor  and  Com- 
*'  pauy  of  the  Bank  of  England,  unless  the  same  specifies 
*'  the  head  of  service  for  which  it  is  draun,  and  has  been 
**  actually  paid  by  the  said  Cjlgvernor  and  Company  of 
^  t\]c  B^nk  pf  England. 

rifth  Section — "  Provided  always  that  the  monies  to 
be  issued  unto  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the 
Bank  pf  England,  on  account  of  the  Treasurer  of  his 
'*  Majesty's  Navy,  shall  not  b§  paid  PUt  of  tbp  Bank 
•*  unless  for  navy  services,  and  in  pnrsuaiu'e  of  draft  to 
•*  be  drawn  on  the  (jpyernor  and  Company  of  llie  Bank 
**  of  EngUml,  and  assigned  by  the  Treasurer  of  bis 
*'  J^Iajesty  s  Navy  for  the  time  being,  or  tlie  person,  or 
'*  pci  sons  authorised  as  aforesaid,  in  which  draft  shall 
be  specified  the  heads  pf  service,  to  which  the  sum« 
therein  nrjentioned  are  to  be  applied  ;  pad  which  drafts 
so  drawn,  shall  be  sufficient  authority  to  the  Bankte 
pay  such  money  to  the  persons  mentiQued  in  such  draft 
"  or  to  the  bearer  of  them." 

"  Thus  we  find  that  the  wisdom  of  Pafliament  directed 
that  no  money  for  the  service  of  the  n^yy  should  be  issued 
to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  but  to  the  Governor  and 
Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  when  the  nr>oney 
arrived  at  this  treasury  it  was  not  to  be  withdrawn  unless 
fhe  particular  service  to  which  it  was  to  be  applied  T^^ 
distinctly  spccifjcd. 

*'  Aly  J.qrds,  this  statute  made  a*  most  important 
jtlteratjon  in  the  office  to  which  the  Noble  Lord  had  been 
appointed  ;  and  this  salutary  measure  seemed  to  give  to 
the  nation  copiplete  security,  that  the  application  of  pub- 
lic money  to  prjvaje  purposes  from  which  so  much  dan- 
ger was  apprehended,  would  be  discontinued.  Thi^ 
/iticct  seemed  and  appeared  to  be  successfully,  produced 
not  merely  on  account  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  but  be- 
cause the  framer  of  the  statute  was  himself  in  the  execii? 
tion  of  the  office  to  be  performed.  They  saw  with  satis- 
faction a  person  in  this  situation  because  they  had  not 
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Qierely  to  trufit  in  the  dead  Icttefi  but  they  migbt  reposs 
themselves  in  the  laviog  spirit  of  the  law,  io  die  .sa§fi 
legislatiure,  who  in  his  executive  diiliefi  was  him^if  giving 
effect  lo  these  provieiem. 

^'  A  £qw  months  only  liad'  passed  o^er  after  tiM9  im* 
portant  revolution  in  the  office^  when  a  proposiiipn  was 
iuade  by  the  Paymaster  to  traa^er  to  any  extent  the 
isums  ia  tike  bank  into  the  hands  of  a  private  banker ;  from 
whence  it  might  he  imnjediately  dravrq  out  at  pl^tisure^ 
without  specifying  any  of  the  services  to  wbioli  it  sboukl 
lie  devoted.  This  extraordinary  proposal  received  the 
imaiediate  assent  of  the  author  of  the  law  I  have  read  to 
you.  Frpm  this  mooient  the  balance^  in  the  bank  were 
jreduced; to  nothing:  Messrs.  Co^tt^  nomiaally  bad  the 
mopey^  but  not  really,  for  bis  sbpp  was  merely  ithe  road^ 
^mewhat  circuitCH^  ^da«d^  along  which  it  was  cob* 
▼eyed  to  the  Paymas^r  «to  fulfil  hia  own  private  enda»  aod 
Abose  with  whom  he  was  concerned. 

**  The  baUiKes  at  the  risk  of  itbe  publici  at  firtt.in  the 
calculation  of  these  persons  were  «trifling:  they  only 
amounted  to  50|pOO^; ;  but  the  paf^es  soott,  became 
bolder  and  the  balances  rose  to  one  bundredi  tw9 
bundred,.  aiui  three  hundred  thousand  pi^undsy  and  in  the 
last  year  in  which  Mr«  Trotter  acted  under  Lord  Melville^ 
at  t^ie  afi*  All -time  wl^iea  the  TreaMfer  of  the  Na^^y  qvitted  « 
lys  station  and  it  became  qecessary  that  he  should  make 
up  tlie  public  accounts,  Mc  Trotter  had  little  less  Ihaa 
half  a  miltioia,  he  had  upwac4s  of  450,0(X}/.  uoder  b« 
4omifiion« 

'^  While  these  g^-eat  pecufiiary  transactions  were  con* 
ducting ^^  oS  door^,  your  Lordships  will  i^member  what; 
tva^tb^.redliced'  condition  of  the  bfiiwces  within  doors 
M  the  bou$e  4^  Messrs.  Coutta»  It  was  said  ithat  the 
inms  ti^re  transferred  to .  the  private  hankers^  in  order 
tbat  rt;»ight  beiDore  convemieotly  disposed  of  for  public 
imri^i^ses)  yet  scarcely  any  thing  patiaia^  these  to  be  ap«- 
plied  to  any  purpose  whatever,  and  occasionally  these 
fa^bketK^not.obly  badtvMhIng  to  siuppljr  tlie  public  ne« 
eesstitiea  bui  weK:e  40ti»aUy  over-drawni  I  will  not  detail^ 
y^tir  JoPilShtp^s  m^  goiog  tbcpugb  the  peri^icsi  state  of 
tfce  jiJ8<toUtit  9t  Mm$vm4  CoattsV  bu4  it  is  most  evideixt 
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for  the  transference  of  the  account  from  the  bank,  was 
merely  to  conceal  a  vast  project  for  lending  out  the  pub- 
lic monies  for  private  emolument,  and  for  indulging  in 
romantic  schemes  of  extensive  speculation. 

"  I  understand  we  are  to  be  told,  my  Lords,  in  defence 
of  this  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  that  he  had  no  knowledge 
of  any  thing  that  passed  in  his  office,  that  he  entrustd 
all  to  the  management  of  his  Payrpaster  who  was  un- 
faithful to  his  employers,  and  with  this  simple  statemenC 
the  justice   of  your  Lordships,  that  justice  demanded 
from  you  by  your  country,  is  to  be  appeased.     In  the 
same  breath  we  are  to  be  informed  of  the  great  solici- 
tude of  Lord  Melville  for  the  public  welfare,  which  wai 
so  excessive  as  to  make  him  utterly  indifferent  to  every 
thing  else.     How  tbese  palpable  contradictions  are  to  \k 
reconciled,!  leave  to  the  ingenuity  of  my  learned  friends 
to  declare  ;  in  any  inferior   hands  the  attempt  tnust  be 
wholly  unsuccessful. 

"  It  is  in  evidence  before  you,  that  his  Lordship  Had 
a. large  salary  merely  for  a  nominal  superintendance  of 
a  great  office.  You  have  seen  that  he  had  no  duty  to 
perform,  he  was  to  receive  nothing,  to  pay  nothing,  he 
had  only  a  kind  of  ostensible  authority  over  an  officer 
called  his  Paymaster,  and  the  defence  to  be  set  up  is,  that 
this  Trustee  of  the  public  has  totally  neglected  the  mo- 
mentary duties  he  had  to  perform. 

"  I  will  make  another  observation  on  this  species  of 
defence— 

"  You  have  On  your  recollection  the  'large  suihs  of 
public  money  (whether  with  the  knowledge  of  Loni 
Melville,  or  otherwise,  is  not  at  present  material)  which 
'  were  directed  to  relieve  the  exigencies  of  his  Lordship.  I 
allude  to  the  India  Stock,  and  the  Loyalty  Loan,  paid  1| 
for  by  the  public  money:'  the  debts  to  Messrs.  Forbes  I 
imd  Co.  and  to  Messrs  Mansfield  and  Co. ;  the  7000iL  I 
Reduced  Annuities^  all  supplied  from  the  same  abundant  } 
fountain. 

'  V-  You  are  told  that  Lord  Melville  was  indolent  in  his 
private  affiaiirs,  negligent  and  careless  almost  to  the  extreme 
of  folly,  but  with  regard  to  the  public  h^  vVa$  quite  the  re* 
vers6  ;  there  he  was  all  energy  and  activity,  all  vigilance 
und  widdoQi,    It  is  singular^  if  this  be  true^  that  when 
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he  used  none  of  these  exertions,  and  exercised  none,  q{ 
this  sagacity,  all  was  prosperous.  jHis  industry,  hpw* 
ever  it  might  he  directed,  seemed  not  to  be  so  wholly  di- 
verted from  his  private  advantage.  His  debts  .were  paid 
to  an  extravagant  amount,  he  had  Indian  Stacks,  Lioj^lty 
Loai^j^,  ,  and  Public  Funds^  as  it  were,  spontanepusly 
ri$ing  before  him  ;  if  this  rapid  growth  bq  not  to  be  at-^ 
tributed  to  his-own  alacrity  and  discretion  in  ^is  own^ 
private  affairs.  With  respect  to  his  ^nxiety  abpjut  pub*, 
lie  concerns,  are  we  tp  be  told  of  his  diligence  and  care 
wljen  he  aduiitted  half  a  million  of  money  to  b^  exposed 
to  risk,  to  complete  the  vvild  and  ambitious  project  of 
5^  single  individual  ?  If  Mr.,  Trotter,  instead  of  placing 
the  property  in  the  bands  of  his  friend  Mr.,  Mark  Sprotl;, 
bad  placedit  with  less  n^erqenary  ad  vent  i^ijex^  the  whplei 
sum  might  h^ve  been  sacrificed.  Will  thejearned  cbun-| 
sel  be  serious  in  reprf^qnting  thje$e.strangc  contradictions 
in  ,tl)|3  <;bara€ter  p|*a  upbli^man,.  whp  has,  so  long  beeua| 
member .9C  tbe  great  couqqi js,  of  the  euipiv^j  J^M  ,^ho  ba^ 
so  Ipng  eiyoytd  the  .p)enL^Mi4p  of.  rpyiil  Javour  apdqpnfir. 
dence.  I  think,  my  Lords,  that  although  the  je^^nect 
f  ouasel  mj^y  have  produced^oine .t^ippq^ary  ^f&ct  ffcom' 
a  majnper  and  gesticulation  peculiarly. sj^ifi(;ant;  ana  enix 
phatic,  jet  that  ttiey.will...bie.  involved  in  cdu^derabla 
difficulties  beipi^e  they  ccmi  raise  tliair  aqfenpe  oh  such  a^ 
Ipund^tion.  -  .^     ^    ^  _.  .^  ,:  ';  /  /  ;1  '..!.,    ;     .    \.\    .'  \ 

**  Eor  the  sake  of  the  argument,  I  have  imposed  tha^^ 
it  niig^jt  be  a  question,  whether  Lord  Melville  derive^ 
any  advantage  frpni.  these  pecuniary  adventures.  Mry 
Trotter  was  induced  to  say,  that  .Lord  Melville  nevjei^ 
knew  that  his  Paymaster  derived  any  advapj^age  frqm  the 
public  money.  After  this  declaration  under  such  solemn 
circumstances,  your  Lordships  will  be  surprised  to  hear^ 
that  Lord  Melville  expressly  and  publicly  admitted,  ^at 
Mr.  Trotter  had  made  such  private  emolument..  There 
is  no  end  to  the  contradictions  with  which  this  case  if, 
incumberjed.  In  wlmt  I  have  just  said,  I.  allude  to  thej  • 
examination  of  the  noble  defendant  before  the  commissi; 
oners  of  Naval  Enquiry*        .  ^     .  - 

**  But*before  I  enter  upon  this,  it  may  be  right  tW  I 
^puld  make  sonie  remarks  upon  that  part  of  the  cross^sex- 
amination  of  the  learned  counsel^  by  which  tjb^ey  endea- 

2  c  a  Nwx\^^ 


4^6 


iroured  to  shew  that  the  noUe  defendant  had  hifth  CkIm 
much  by  surprise  in  the  answers  he  had  roafde  te  IbcMii 
CtmKnissionei'3,  and  that  he  had  neither  sufficient  lame  to 
eonsidcr  ibe  ^oesiion^  pit)poS€d,  <w  the  replies' to  le 
|j! veil  *t6  stich  enquiries. 

•*  One  wcwW  ixBaguicfronr  this  ^pri  0f  defence^iiiMA 
at  m  this  case,  on  more^lmn  one  snbjecty  that  the  noble 
dt'fendant  tvas  jt  man-  of  great  simplicity,  ignorant  of  Ar  M 
affairs^  of  the  w^rld^  and  unpraetised  in*  the  buainess  fi 
Bfe.  *  That  on  f  Ws  particular  occasion,  he  had  acred  con* 
$istently  with  tWs  general  diaractcr,  and  had  gttren  idi 
answei^  in  a  mintier  loose,  itoofrect  and  irregtrlar.  Ott 
featling  t,He  ^xantiqatlon  to  -Vsrhich  I  have  referred,  M 
wch  opinion  would  he  formed  of  the  noWe  defendaat 
Insteacl  of  pn^cfpitatioD  and  incaution,  he  d^mandd  prtr- 
tcctian  from  the  letter  of  tliat  laMr,  ^tith  whii^  he  is  pffr^ 
fectly  conversant :  frorh  the  beginmng^to  the  end  of  thb  |i 
procecjirr^  he  wears  the  appeardtide  of  a  pers<M  coia^  |l 
plptdy  on  his  guard,  and  ib  cvfefj^  pttrt  of  hia^feplly,  be  In 
^iccomippdqctes  his  answers  ^h  ^great  itddr6ss  4&biB  owa  n 
Trtri-p<irses,        •  -  /  -^  |li 

*  ^*t^iti  stire,  hiv  LoTd$,  yon  VJft think  tfiat  the  reasonf 
assigned  by  the  Commissioners  Ibr  the  metii^  adopted 
in  &ir  texaitinqitidn  was  di;9CT«et  and  weH  foanded,  and 
ihepahlic  sniK  ntxkr^  greatest  obligations  t6  that  ho* 
nouirablr  and  lecurned  person  who*  appeared  here  as  a 
WTta€S?,.i^!Wr.  Serjeant  Praed),  and  to  those  with  vnhov^ 
he  waa^  united  m  these  important  and  ptibffc  ^tles. 
They  have  steadfastly,  virtuously,  slnd  honourably  dis**  lii 
charged  thieir  ftinctiona,  and  are  entitled  to  ibe:  approlm^  n 
tfon  of  their  copntry.  l! 

"  If  any  iiitriOTing  minister  were  i^sirxms  to  ha?e  |l 
Comnfiissioners  of  £nqun*y  appointed  under  the  spedoui 
appearance- of  exposing  to  the  puhldc  the  abuses  of  officii 
ho  other  expedierit  would  he  necessary  to  defeat  every 
useful  desig^,  tlmn  to  contrive  that  the  persons  to  be  in- 
terrogated',  tyefbre  their  appeai^ance  in:  the  presence  of  the 
Commissioners,  should  have  the  questoons  laid  before 
iheni,  that  they  mig;ht  discover  in  what  way  diey  could 
test  delude  the  puolic  in^  such  an  examination; 

^Thce^miiiationto  whieh  I  shall  now  proceed,  took 
Ipiace  oa  the  5th  of  Novemlier,  leo*.     At  that  time  the 
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|irm€fpt  bad  been  ddivered  to  Lord  Melville  four  months^ 
4ariog  all  ^hieb  time  be  was  aetyiainted  with  the  gene« 
ral  scope  of  the  enquiries,  if  not  with  the   particulat 
fM9lioM  that  wou^ki  be  proposed  to  him.     He  had  then, 
ft  complete  opportunity  of  reflectiog  on  the  kind  of  ae^ 
p    touiftt  be  wa&  to  give  i^efore -these  commissrioners. 
I         *^  His  Lorddh^  stdited  on  this  occasion,  that  be  cer^ 
r    loinly  did  permit  Mr.  Trotter  to  lodge  aiiy  money  drawn 
1*   ifom  ibe  Bojgik  forpublic  purposes  in  his  privaite  bankers 
^  bands  during  the  period  that  it  was  not  demanded  for  the 
E.    pwpo^es  lor  vv'hicb  it  %Tas  drawn ;  but  it  is  to  be  inferred 
froBH  bis  evidence,  Uiat  be  intended  Mr.  Trotter  to  draw 
L   »pon  the  Bai>k  for  the  amo«rnts  only  of  the  assignments 
lA  node  on  him  by  the  difiierent  Boards  (an  aec6untof 
1^^  which  is  furnished  to  him  daily)  and  that  tlie  balance  of 
F  f  autfh  sum  tin  demanded  should  be  lodged  by  Mr.  Trotter 
r    in  the  bands  of  bis  private  bankers.     Tlte  reason  given 
c  hy  bi»  Lordship  for  iftii»  permission  is  the  opmion  t^t  it 
r    vo»ld  add  more  fttcility  to  the  conduct  of  the  business  of 
#  Ae  oflke  in  Ae  muUitifde  of  smatl  payments  to  be  mad^ 
Hhal  if  <be  money  were  to  be  deposited,  according  to  the 
r   cimslilcition  of  the  office  in  an  iron  chest ;'  and  that  the 
^    ¥Mrioos  pardes  recemng  smaD  payments  would  be  less 
:    Mable  to  be  imposed  upon  than  if  they  were  each  to*  re- 
ceive drafts  for  such  small  sums  upon  the  Bank^.atsuelv 
ft  ^i$taiice  ff oHi^  tha  oAce  after  ite  vemotul  to  Somerset 

^  The  Cofomiasioti  had  been  appointed  the  year  ben* 
fme,  aseariy  asihe  esd  of  January^  ItOS,  and  Ibe  firrt 
ppeeept  was,  to  procure  an  ftccouiit  of  the  balance  tf?  the 
Ma vy  Pay-office* .  The  retarn  made  was  on  ttie  2d  of 
l^brimry,  fS09.  To  Ae  time  of  Ihe  s^Jibsequeiit  exaimi-- 
ftfttienof  LfOrd  MelviRe,  the  su^ct  had  occupied  the 
nAv4  of  Mr.  Trotter  #or  mor^  thtn  ^  year  and  a  haH^,  an<|^ 
after  aU  thi^  time  gh^efi  for  imtere  consideration,  after 
tfie  aecoonts' from  htsoftce  were  demanded,  Lord  Melville 
is  called  -opoik  (o  amswer  beibre  the  ConnnissioMrs,  and 
we  are  new  to  be  told,  that  under  the  agination  of  sur- 
pnsR  bis  answers  were  ^ven  on  this  grave  occasion. 

''  It  vas  asked  if  after  the  examination,  Lord  Itlelville 
wonid  have  been  permitted  to  correct  his  answers^  and 
yonr  lordships  faav^  been  informed,  tiiat  he  wiauld  bave 
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had  every  fair  opportunity  of  doing  so,  ami  that  od  mere 
application  for  this  purpose^  his  request  would  have  been 
granted.   - 

"  Then,  my  lords,  on  the  28tb  of  March,  1805,  after 
the  report  had  been  published,  he  writes  to  correct  his 
iormer  examination.  That  letter  was  laid  before  your 
lordships,  and  you  find  by  it  .that  he  had  not  only  an  op- 
portunity of  amending  any  errors  at  his  exaipination,  but  ^ 
that  he  had  the  same,  means  after  a  long  period  of  I 
time.  '  t 

"  What  is  the  account  of  Lord  Melville  on  being  asked 
whether  he  gave  permission  to  the  paymaster  to  withdraw 
the  money  from  the  fiank,  and  lodge  it  in  the  hands  of  a 
private  banker,  with  a  view  to  his  deriving  any  advantage 
or  emolument  therefrom  ?  He  answers  '  If  it  is  meant 
to  ask  me  whether  I  ever  gave  any  direct  autliority  to  the 
paymaster  to  use  the  money  in  the  manner  abovem^o- 
tioned,  I  should  certainly  answer  no:  but  I  have  aoi 
hesitation  in  saying  that  I  believed  and  understood  he  did, 
and  never  prohibited  him  from  doing  so ;  and  I  believQ 
it  was  so  understood  by  others  at  different  tunes,  wbeo 
the  establishment  of  the  Navy  Pay-office  was  under, con-. 
sidera(ion,  when  certainly  no  competent  provision  was 
made  for  the  person  exercising  that  trust  of  great  extent 
and  responsibihty.'  . 

"  My  lords,  when  I  read  this  answeij— an  answer  which 
he  gave  after  mature  consideration,  to  which  he  adhered, 
which  he  never  corrected,  although  he  had  the  fullest 
opportunity  of  doing  so ;  I  presume  that  there  will  be  no 
difficulty  in  satisfying  your  minds,  because  no  doubt,  as 
it  appears  to  me,  can  reiDain  with  any  rational  person  on 
this  subject.     After  the  act  had  passed,  by  which  it  wa^ 
commanded  that  the  monev  should  remain  in  the  bank, 
and  be  applied  only  tp  public^  purposes,  he  says,  m  re- 
spect to  the  use  of  the  money  by  the  paymaster,   *  I  have, 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  I  believed  and  understood- 
be  did,  and  never  prohibited  him  from  doing  so.' 
-     *'  I  wish,  my  lords,  to  impress  this  sort  of  incontesti* 
ble  evidence  strongly  on  your  minds.     We  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  trace  a  great  variety  of  the  subjects  of 
these  charges  from  their  origin,  through  all  their  pro- 
gression to  the  ultimate  conclusion ;  but  thi^  my  lords, 
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w^as  not  necessary  for  the  mere  purpose  of  conviction, 
for  upon  the  mere  examination  now  recited,  we  have  ail 
that  is  required  for  that  purpose. 

*'  Is  it  to  be  insisted,  that  because,  in  the  valuations 
upon  the  bank  th^re  were  statements  in  words  of  general 
services  to  which  the  payments  were  to  be  applied — state- 
ments which  were  false  and  fabricated,  that  this  is  a  com* 
pliance  with  tlie  requisitions  of  the  statute  ?  The  money, 
in  such  cases,  not  being  demanded  for  the  public  services 
noticed  on  the  face  of  the  draft,  but  being  withdrawn 
from  the  fit  repository  in  order  to  be  placed  in  the  bouse 
of  Messrs.  Coutts  at  Mr,  Trotter's  disposal,  I  cannot 
suppose  that  it  will  be  contended,  that,  because  the 
words  the— pay  branch,  the  victualling  branch,  the  navy 
branch,  appear  on  the  drafts,  that  this  is  a  compliance 
with  the  salutary  intentions  of  the  legislature.  The  mo* 
ney,  my  lords,  was  to  be  drawn  not  merely  in  the  name 
of  the  public' service,  but  for,  arid  on  account  of  th^ 
public  service.  The,  drafts  w6re  not  to  be  a  dfecepttve 
semblanGe  of  conformity  to  the  act,  when  the  money  was 
to  be  perverted  in  ^e  manner,  and  to  the  extent  we  have 
6tated. 

'^'  But  we  are  told,  that  the  removal  of  the  money 
was  attended  w  ith  some-  official  convenience. 

♦*  Where  the  criminal  intention  has  become  a  mattdp 
of  uncertainty,  it  has  always  bten  considered  by  the 
ablest  judges,  that  an  explanation  given  which  is  untrue, 
furnishes  very  strong  presumptive  evidence  of  guilt,  and 
1  hope  your  lordships  will  recollect  this  as  I  proceed  fur- 
ther on  the  subject. 

"  The  reason  assigned  by  his  lordship  for  transferring 
the  account  to  private  bankers  was,  "  that  it  would  adll 
more  faciKtv  to  the  conduct  of  the  business  of  the  office, 
in  the  multitude  of  small  payments  to  be  made^  than  if 
the  money  were  to-  be  deposited,  according  to  the  cbnsti- 
tution  of  the  office,  in  an  iron  chest ;  and  that  the  va- 
rious parties  receiving  .small  payments  would  be  less  lia- 
ble to  be  imposed  upon  than  if  they  were  each  to  receive' 
drafts  for  such  small  sums  upon  the  bank,  at  such  4  dis- 
tance from  the  office  after  itsrenioval  to  Somerset  Place. 

<' It  is  in  evidence  before  your  lordships,  and  indeed 
It  id  a  fact  ^bout  which  you  can  have  no  more  satisfac- 


tQ€j  proof,  that  there  are  no  small  paymenU  wbate^ier 
made  by  the  paymaster,  excepting  in  exchequer  fees, 
which  is  an  affair  of  quite  a  different  nature.  You  will 
not  forget  wbi^t  is  stated  of  the  of$ce  of  paymaster.  He 
is  the  servant  pf  the  treasurer;  but  all  be  has  ta  do  ia 
that  capacity,  is  to  receive  tiie  mooey^  and  to  pay  it  lo 
the  inferior  agents.  The  paymejits  are  all  in  large  aumfl^ 
and  by  a  reference  to  the  account  of  Messrs.  Coutts^  I 
believe  it  will  be  seen»  that  there  are  not  more  than  three  I 
payments  below  lOOOL  They  are  generally  amounts  of  |i 
magnitude,  ascending  to  tlrirty^  ^*ty,  aii4  a  hundred 
ihousanif  pounds^  and  even  to  much  b^her  sudgis. 

^'  The  i>ersqasi  who  do>  pay  small  sums  are  the  derki 
of  the  navy  pay-offioe^  aiiid  Uy  tius  single  braocbi  smali 
payments  are  confined.  But,  my  lords,,  I  am  ashamed 
to  detCMP  you  pn  what  is  so  obvious  aad  palpable;  I  wdi 
not  pioceed :  the  truth  is,  the  paymaster  hm  no  suchkh 
considerable  accounts,  and  this  was  n<Hhing  but  a  pit* 
text  {qt  transferring  the  properl^^  Not  the  smdlea 
grouAd  whateTei%  eithev  from  this  airgament  ar  from  aaj 
^tber,  can  be  afforded  for  this  ehiangl^ 

^^  NoH%  can  your  lordships  for  a  moment  suppose,  that 
Lord  NielyiHa  didnptkaow  satnetbing  of  the  office,  or 
that  he  could  be  so  ignorant  of  bis  bnsiness  as  t^  bavt 
coaceived  ibis  lo  be  a  &ir  represeatAtiei!!;  How,  in 
point  of  law,  would  a  pubtie  officer  be  perraitled  to  abet* 
ter  bims^lf  UAdor  this,  agjaoraiiee  of  th^  dnities  of  his  stsir 
don  ?  But  have  you  not  befone  you,  the  strongest  evi* 
dence  from  Lord  Mel^iUe  himself  that  he  was  aoqiiaiaDel 
with  the  most  minute  details  of  his  ofiee :  he  knew  the 
occupatioQ  o^  every  individiial  empl^^d  in  the  moat  sub- 
ordinate sitqatioas  of  the  estabHsfamettt  with  which  be 
was  coooeeted  Do  youi*  lordsbif^  forget  the  erdec  of 
council ;  the  memorisi  by  Lord  MelvtHe  whid^  gisve  rise 
to  it ;  whkhi  ascertains  the  pi:eci^  salaries  of  every  de^ 
pendant  from  the  km-^ffbto  t^ieUgbest  tbroughoiftt  a^  the 
branches  coaipi^d  in  this  office.  He  descends  so  lotf 
as  the  houae^keepeir,  the^doori^keeper,  aad  the  nedeasafy^ 
maai ;  and  for  theae  agents^  super ier  and  inferior,  be 
prepeeed  an  inere€ise  of  salary^  which  raised  their  etna^ 
lumsats^  {viou^  UQCi  to:  the  prodigiedsisun  of  9^1S8L 
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and  the  principle  <m  which  this  augroentatioft  was  coxi- 
ceded  was,  that  ascertained  salaries  should  preclude 
every  other  source  of  ecuolument. 

"  The  noble  lord,  at  least,  had  the  credit  of  being  the 
Most  active  and  vigorous  servant  t>t  the  public,  of  hav* 
•ng  a  perfect  acquaintance  wiih  all  the  duties  and  rela-r 
dons  of  his  ofice,  and  he -entered  into  the  naost  minute^ 
4ind  perhaps  disgusting,  detail :  yet,  when*  you  are  en- 
quiring respecting  the  paymaster,  you  are  to  be  told,  that 
Lord  Melville  was  wholly  in  tte  dark  respecting  the  na- 
ture and  business  of  his  department. 

"  My  lords,  is,  this  to  be  patiently  endured,  are  we  to 
listen  to  a  story  of  this  kind,  which  a  child  would  con- 
;iider  an  ii^isult  to  his  understanding  ? 

"  Thei'e  is  another  part  of  this  case,  to  which  I  ivill  inr 
ireat  your  lordship's  attention.  \^ou  have  heard  a  great 
iJeal  oPthe  danger  of  carrying  drafts  to  the  bank:  they 
may  be  mislaid,  they  may  be  lost,  they  may  be  stolen, 
and  by  a  thousand  accidents,  which  no  human  foresight 
can  prevent,  the  sacred  monies  of  the  public  may.  be 
plundered;  and  while  you  are  seriously  attending  to  this 
narrative,  you  are  informed  that  these  persons,  whose 
feelings  were  so  max:h  awakened  where  no  danger  existed^ 
permitted  a  million  sterling  to  be  carried  by  a  messenger 
in  his  pocket  from  the  bank,  passing  the  onice  at  Somer- 
set-House, to  be  lodged  at  a  private  bankers.  What  com- 
ment can  be  made  on  such  glaring  inconsistency,  and  to 
what  risk  were  the  public  not  to  be  exposed,  in  order  to 
ifacilitate  this  favourite  project  1 

"  Then  they  talk  of  the  ease  with  which  payments  are 
made  at  the  office,  and  that  every  deniand,  whether  great 
or  small,  is  instantly  satisfied.  But  in  contradiction  to 
this,  it  appears  upon  tbe^  evidence,  that  the  usual  hours 
of  business  are  not  engaged  for  this  purpose,  and  although 
the  bank  payments  are  continued  until  five  in  the  evening, 
all  issues  from  this  establishment  c^ase  at  the  eaaly  hour 
of  two  in  the  afternoon. 

"  I  now  come  to  that,  which  in  some  points  of  view, 
is  by  far  the  most  important,  and  most  serious  charge  ; 
I  mean  the  advantage  which  Lord  Melville  derived  from 
the.  money  so  diverted  from  public  purposes. 

^^  Under  this. division,  it  is  not  my  inteiition  to  waste 
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yVui  lordsmps'  tinre,  by  dwelling  oH  all  Ihe  iri^taric'es  6f 
tftjs  fMttice  fufnished  by  tlie  evidence  bfefoi-fe  ydli ;  t 
fhall  selexrt  only  a  few,  whicb  will  be  aihply  sufficiedtftJr 
the  siVrl^port  of  tuy  jargument. 

**  My  lords,  it  wai  in  the  yeur  17K9,  whien  Lord  Mel- 
ville, holding  the  situations  of  tr'easuier  of  th'e  lidvy,  and 
pre^i'deht,  6t  tiVe  boa^d  of  coritr6ul,  liad  sothb  cohv.ers^- 
tion  \Vlih  i\tr.  IrVoVter  oh  the  ^libject  of  Indid  SVbtk .  His 
loi'Asfti'p  sdld,  tfait  India  stock  x^'^ould  bccbiiie  inore  vd- 
MAble,  arid  that  therefore  he  wished  to  be  a  t^rbprietor 
in  that  fund.  On  this  cohllnunication,  Mr.  Trotter  rfe- 
cofAihertdeii  to  his  Ibfi^shifi  t6  make  purchasigs  iii  it,  to 
\vhich  the  lat?ter  reph'ed,  that  !)e  had  ho  moncV,  Mr. 
Trotter  thinking  this  (iitticulty  easily  surmohhtted  by  Hie 

,toeai^s  withih  his  po\Ver,  said  that  hbhad  public  Wit)ney, 
titd  khalt  h6  Would  apply  a  part  oi  tht  balances  ko  buy 
ihMa  stock  for  the  b6hefit  bV  his  lordship.  Mr.  IVottpr 
jsrays,  itha't  Lor^d  MelvilVe  refused  tb  ktcede  to  any  sUth 

.  teropbsal,  and  in  t^mis  so  strong,  that  he  tohceivied  tie 
Did  incMtT'efd  Lbt^  Melville>  rfispfeasut^.  The  *ords 
Vetd  tip^ft  the  cross  exaihinatioh,  I  thihk,  that  his  lord- 
ship  Tndignantty  fej^ctefd  the  Jjh)pb^l. 

'^*  ^fy  Tords,  it  will  appear  "fektrattrdinary,  that  itt  tfife 
cbufe^  of  t^6  cbnVersatibrt,  during  which  "he  skeined  W 
cJonsider  the  mere  suggestion  stich  a  Reproach  to  hiiti, 
and  wh'eh  his  itodigrtatioti  \)i'is  so  powerfully  expressed, 
1|!he  htfeivjehary  jiHticiple  so  for  pnevaile'd  bVer  this  honest 
tod  totoly  feeling,  that  be  cohBeiited  to  'engagfe  in.  sticfi 
a  speculation.  Not  only  oh  this  accptiht,  but  on  antji 
iher,  be  ought  to  baVe  riesisted  ^ilch  a  l^hiptatibh.  By 
^tre  confidehlce  his  Aifajesty  reposed  in  hiih,  bfe  had  op- 
pfortqhities  pefculiarly  Favotirablfc,  of  discovering  the  se--< 
trets  bf  Jrtdia  cbhcems,  and  be  could  not  be  a  fair -spe- 
culator, In  the  course  (^f  tbe  same  ihtervie*',  Mr.  Trot^ 
tei-  proposed  to  hitn  tb  procure  i  frteitd  to  purchase  Ih? 
^tockv  'which  frrend  was  to  lend  it  tb  his  lordship,  upoii 
no  other  security  than  the  stock  itself.  To  Whbtn  was 
irt)is  proposition  made  ?  To  a  nfiah,  not  in  thfe  habits  of 
^Jirsiire.'^s,  nttA  u^aC(!|UBifttefi  'with  the  practices  t>f  tte 
World  ?  No ;  to  a  persbA  bf  extraordinary  talents,  of 
|:reat  insight  itito  thfe  hnttoan  mintll,  who  had  held  hi'gh 
Vyftces  throt^^itfe,  aiM  %hto  |i*l  bfeen  cbnstatitly  in  the 
5  *     practice 


posed;  that  any  mbue -lender,  n^cjl^pjjj^lly  cabled  ^/rien(|f' 
U'O^ukl  pM^  wi^^l\his  g9J[(J  ly^pq  tb^  security  only  qflhe 
^tock  purvhs^^ed/.  irth,^  offer  weve^  ip^q^:  to  a  man,  of 
business  tp  alienage  ^is  q^sl^  OR  si^cU,  an  uri(;ertainty ; 
%vouid  h^  pot  irinagirt?  jpiy?,  yuders.^aocljng  losujied  ^  iThe 
engagement  ii^yq^yed  ^  sum  tp^he  ejjtentpf  23,0pOl. 
Can  it  be  conjectured,  that  any  man  above  the  degree  of 
an  idiot  ^PV\d  listen  for  a  momtent  ^o  9uqh  a  ihis^ia^ble 
fexftiangp  of  soli^  Pr9P.^^tJ  ^?r  (^.s  fluctuating  metjiunj. 
Wh^t  is  the  cor^s^qi^ence  of  sych  a,  ne^ociation  ?  If  th^ 
iapeculator  gained  by  the  fidyentur^.,  it  is  all  his  own  ;  but 
,  ifthere  be  any  loss,  i\  is  th^t  p(  the  lender.  It  is  eyideiit 
that  all  this  wfi^s  npthing  byt  a  cpntrivance,  and  that  if 
tliat  honest  ip|c|^nation  was  ever  expressed,  it  hastily 
surrendpreci  ait  tll^  shnqe  pf  avarice  or  prodigality,  ft 
Is  impossible  not  to^e,  that  the  firs^t  and  the  second  pro- 
portion pf  Mr.  Trotter  w^rc  ip  fact  the  ^anie,  aqci  rtP 
fnatter  whether  it  w^  e^^pr^ss?^^  through  this  false  colour, 
the  forpi  aq4  sub^te^ncfj  pf  th^  ^ning  was  perfectly  j^rleat 
tp  bp^hpartjef 

**  Then  there  is  no  memorandum  of  lh6  transaction^  all 
}s  left  tQ  the  hpn^r  pf  the^s.?  pfi^ney-deal^r^  an(jl  you 
iire  tol^  that  no  pnquiri^^  v^^r^  ^nade  by  Lord  M^iyiUep. 
Lord  M elvill^'  had  entertained  np^  doub^§  of  the  integrity 
of  Mr.  Trotter  befbr^ ;  i^  it  p.ossi^)le  ,that  after  this  inter- 
view, he  could  remain  in  any  uncertainty?  If  jVIr.  Trpttei^ 
indeed,  Here  entitled  to  that  hpnorabte  character,  what 
xvould  be  the  natural  reflection  in  the  mind  of  Lord  Mel- 
Ville?  "  I  mus^ expose  iii^yself  tp  niy  pun  Paym^q.st^r,  th^ 
tnan  of  all  others,  with  whom  I  should  stand  fair  in  thd 
bqsinesspf  q[)y  office.'*  If  indeed  they  were  both  of  pn^ 
(Jescriptioii,  pQ  suph  s^njioient  wpt\ld  distt^rb  the  repose 

pf  hisLor#,jp..  \    ! 

"  But  w-e  ipay  r^^asonably  expect,  that  a,fter  this  im** 
brudent  sally  of  Mf.  Trotter,  in  his  solicitude  to  serve 
bis  patron,  ar^d  softer  this  indignant  expresi^iou  pf  th^ 
hpble  Loird^s  sensibility,  the  Treasurer  u;ouId  ^av^ 
Watched  the  conduct  of  his  paymaster  with  peculiar  in- 
dustry. The;  contrary  of  all  thi^  appears  on  the  evidence  J 
prodigious  sums  wpre  drawp  from  the  Bank  for  private 
piirposefi^  anic^  such  an  ^xcqs^  of  oegl^ence.  as  that  in- 
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dutged  by.  me  noble  Lord^  could  scarcely  be  sapposdl 
la  the  most  illiterate  man. 

^^It  k  impossible  for  me  to  reconcile  all  these  absar- 
dities.  If  the 'noble  Lord  did  not  understand  the  trans* 
Actions  in  his  office,  all  I  have  seen  and  beard  of  hi» 
character  and  talents^  must  have  been  an  illnsioiii  and  the 
senses  of  all  mankind  respecting  him  must  have  been 
equally  decelvedr 

'*  lhen>  at  last,  a*  1  have  before  intimated,  Mr. 
Trotter  s  balances  rose  to  half  a  miilion,  and  immense 
sums  Kssnlting  fKon^  such  an  account  were  spread  far  and 
tvidc  in  the  money  market,  through  the  friendly  mediun> 
of  Mr.  Mark  Sprott  Instead  of  being  inspired  with  any 
pipinciplcs  of  caution  from  the.  ardent  indignalion  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  Lord,  Mr.  Trotter  increased  hi* 
own  conviction  of  security,  and  exhausted  his  ccNUcerns  ta 
this  enormous  extent 

''  Of  the  India  stock  so  pu¥chased|,  the  dividends  vf  ere 
passed  to  the  credit  of  Lord  Melville,  not  of  Mr.  Lind, 
whose  name  was  employed,  and  against  Lord  Alelville 
on  this  part  of  bis  acceuiit  the  interest  for  this  loan  was^ 
charged.  . 

**  I  now  come  ta  a  sum  of  10,0001  advanced  for  the 
Loyalty  Loan.  It  is  in  evidence,  that  the  whole  ef  tlie 
Tnstalments  on  this  fund,  was  paid  by  Messrs.  Coutts, 
from  Trotter's  accou-nt,  ^out  of  the  public  monies.  If 
the  transaction  had  rested  here,  a  cloud  might  have  sur- 
rounded it,  which  might  have  prevented  our  discerning 
its  true  situation  and  character.  But  we  must  recollect 
Mr.  Trotter  made  immense  advances  for  Lord  Melville 
charging  no  interest;  not  only  the  4.0001.  on  bond' was 
lent  without  interest,  but  other  very  large  sums,  and 
among  them  this  10,0001.  without  the  smallest  retnrn  of 
that  kind  for  the  accommodation.  Remember  too,  that 
Lord  Melville  condescended  to  accept  these  amounts  on 
such  conditions^  from  a' person  who  was  a  servant  in 
his  office,  who  a  considerable  portion  of  bis  lime  had 
been  miserably  supported  on  a  salary  fluctuatiiug^  from 
501  to  lOOl.  a  year, 

"  My  Lords,  what  was  the  compensation  these  parties 
were  to  recejve  for  this  reciprocal  accommodation  ? 
Whatever  your  Lordships  Inay  suppose,  they  felt  it  to 
■  -  be 
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be  ttbniidantly  sufficient,  it  waa^  their  mutual  (^otitriTanc^ 
In  their  abuse  of  the  public  trust  reposed  in  them  and 
the  common'  edviintage  they  deirved  from  this  conspiracy 
against  the  rights  of  the  public. 

**  The  whole  of  this  adtance  was  in  the  Sequel  trans« 
ferred  fnnn  the  private  nccouot  of  Mr.  Trotter,  to  the? 
chest  account,  that  is  to  the  ptiblic  account  of  Lord 
Melvilfe.  This  expedient  was  suggested  by  the  timidity 
^r  prudence  of  Mr.  Trottei** 

"  Now  to  adveit  for  a  moment  to  the  nattnre  of  these 
two  accounts.  The  private  account  is  what  ha^  been 
called  the  account  current  in  the  cobrse  of  the  evidence, 
and  the  first  item  on  this  acconnt  is  ttie  4,0001.  ad- 
■vanced  by  Mr.  Trotter  upon  bond.  The  first  in  the 
chest  account  was  the  10,600L  which  Lord  Melville 
^stated  to  Mr.  Trotter  he  had  of  the  pnblic  monies  in 
liis  own  hands.  As  they  set  out,  so  they  proceeded  on* 
^rard,  the  former  contained  all  the  private,  the  latter  all 
^he  public  advances,  tmless  some  commodious  transfet 
diminished  the  one  and  magnified  the  other.  According 
^0  the  understanding  under  which  the  sums  were  re- 
quired, they  were  to  be  passed  to  the  one  account  or  to 
the  other.  When  Lord  Melville  demanded  money  to  be 
advanced  to  him  without  e^phmatron,  it  waspresunieil 
lo  be  public  money,  and  where  any  explanation  wa* 
Igiven  of  the  motive,  it  was  supposed  to  be  private,  an^ 
"%ras  entered  accordingly. 

**  The  chest  account  was  not  only  shewn  to  Lord  Mel*- 
^ilte,  but  it  was  signed  by  him.  It  was  in  his  possessibni, 
ttnd  f  wish  I  could  add  it  Avas  now  in  his  possession,  and 
'that  it  would  be  produced  in  the  defence  for  the  inspec- 
lion  of  your  lordships. 

"Tlie  short  question  is,  if  after  the  act  of  parlia- 
ment has  declared,  that  no  emolument  should  be  derived 
hy  the  use  of  the  public  money,  he  has,  or  has  iiot  ac- 
ted in  defiance  of  this  legislative  regulation. 

*•  It  is  in  proof  before  you,  that  not  on)y  tlie  items  I 
have  particularly  distinguished,  but  others  of  two,  three, 
and  four  thousand  pounds  were  advanced  to  Lord  Mel- 
"tille  out  of  the  public  money,  for  his  exclusive  advantage. 

*•  Wbtn  the  witnesses  were  examined  upon  a  calcula- 
tion that  was  produced  on  the  probable  benefit  his  lord- 


^hlp  derived  ft^m  *hP  |py»lty  losBt  y?u  wi||  gg^^  figf(t«^ 
l^»t  |ii&  learned  PfMMJsej  pj^veif  Yeptijrf  d  to,  §?li,  w  ^^tiijef 

in  the  end,  an  unproductive  $}|efurajlipp 

•  >'  J  f^m  afraid,  rpy  li>rd&,  I  l^vp  aif^^^  ^Pg^gfd  too 
i^Hoh  of  yflur  tjo^p  i^  t^ie  auejnpl  J  ^^jivq  tn^de  %  t^ 
elMPid^tionr  ttf  thjs  pfptraciecj  fvid^nj^  b^\^  uj  \be  4^ 
fh*^gp  Qf  p^y  clpjy,  I  ypt;  fi^el  i^  ngc^iiarjj  to  ^.trvite 
myself  upon  your  attention,  polftithst^pdiqgt^.q^eih^j 

iH^ye  a<ciopie4  IQ  dir^ict  y^wi'  !pj^^(iip  ^^  i^^ 

g)*e#|:  ?nd  piomipeat  i'iict$,  .i^^tes^d  pf  descufl^^pg  \o  tti? 
iUinu(^ness  of  ^riUp»eli^al  detajl, 

*'  ]Vfy  Iprds,  lanvpoi  cjujtp  sure,  if  eitlief  ^l^e  1^^,  w 
tb^  f^pm'j^spejctjng  tbjQ  release,  h^y^  l](eenf(ifly  ^xf^Q,m^ 
f^ilfi  ppcjeiTBtopd. 

V  U  i^  H  r^psise  %f  ^11  dein^nd^  ^^fJtwew  Lord  M, 
yillpap4  ^h-  'lVp|.tej%  p^cep^qg  ^  pertaij«  suna,  i^iifi  , 
ir^s  ^grpefj  (p  be  ;}ie  bs)?nPf  Hn^HHl^^l^d  b^tif^eep  tjiw;f 
ftnd  jp  ihe  relea^  i$  c^in^ji]^::^!  ts^  recital,  t^at  ^be  parties 
h^VQ  uiqfually  agreef),  |p  ^diver  i^'p*  ^pcj  ifli^r^J?  «^J!  ^ 
yopcjier^  in  pach  ptbcf's  pos3P3sion.  U  1ms  bee^  saij^ 
thut  thpf'p.|^*2|s.pp  voufl^pr  dpbtrpypd  j^ty  Lpvxl  i\J|f Iville ii? 
cpnsequencp  of  Jf)is  agfopfpfjnt ;  yet  ^his,'  Rf  rh^p?^  m 
P9t.l)^yp  been  proved,  but  fii^ly  ^ffiripe^  by  ]fis  Jpr#tpi 
.cppn^l.  j^pt  I.  ^ill  give  t(iem  (he  choice.  Ih^  docu' 
jifppts- fi^ye  jeifhef  bcjs^l  deatrpypd  prpviou^lj;  or  q^f: 
wise.  If  they  had  been  destroyed  be(pre  the.  accpujtf 
werp  settled,,  ifien  they  ncrp  dpsfnqyed  while  it  was  i 
pepding  apppppt,  aud  when  it  was  pp  intere$t'9f  ^ 
piarty  tp  prespfve  thepi-  If  they  \vcr^  destyajfe^  aflPt 
«^ar(ds,  for  \^ bat  |>urppse  could  tjij^  \)p  dope,  but  t^  pfCt 
vent  all  evidence  of  the  transactional.  But,  p^haj^  po* 
tbipg  pap  pla(:e  this  spj^ect  in  a^f^ore  qbyiqus  l^bt  tiiaa 
tb«  Iptfej:  ffoip  |^oi:d  ]^p|v:j|(p  f^itqsplf,  in  wbicp  be  oar. 
(icayoui:^  t6  piake  an  apolqgy  tp  \t\^  copi(^$iiopen  li^ 
liis  conduct."    . ,  .   " 

ff  f  l^aye  rpcpjvpd  (say?  hp,  qn  thp  3ptb  of  Jpne^  \  8(M,) 
yo^r  rpqujsitiqp  pf  fjate'fjie  fi^b  JHat^uf  H  ]i  i^B^st 
siblp  fpf  pie  to  furnish  ypu  >yith  ipQ  ^cfpi^uf  you  9^ 
*?  It  i§  paprp  thaq  four  ypars  siqce  I  left  jjm.  o^c^  o? 
•'  Trpasufqr  of  the  Kayy,  fiijcj,  ^t  t|je  p^noa  pf  doing 
**  sq,  having  accquqted  tor  eyery  $4U^  iqppf f^l^d  jntu  ^ 
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•*  succesbor.  From  tiiat  time  I  have  never  considered 
^*  any  3iie  paper  UP  Vott^hfel'  iWit  feWaihfed  in  mjr  handa 
•*  dsofthfe  small^srii^e  to  riie^  bf  any  ether  pferdeti*;  arid 
*^  crtnsef^tjeHHy,  beinj*  oftten  iii  th8  practice  sincfe  I  tH^ 
**  tniiit'd  ftbin  Scdtlahd  bf  fcrritilbyirij^,  otca^kiriaUy,  soHiti 
•^'lihie  hfj^s^ortiniz  tiiy  pa|iers,  fthd  d^trbying  those  that 
^*  \vbrfe  uselfe^,  i  driri  satisflfed  there  does  ni)t  ejclst  dttfe 
^^  nmVeriul  by  tt^hicH  I  ebWId  mdfcfe  hpHiifch  An  aeckimit  w 

ydii  s^^ciFy.    But,  ttidefJendfeHtly  of  that  ci^elJtn^tarice; 

I  Ihirtk  It  righl  to  rewind  ybli;  tHfttj  during  a  gt^ai  ^rt 
*^  of  the  tifflel  vm  Trgftsttrfef  of  the  J^flvy;  1  hdd  <^ih6i» 
"  very  confidential  situations  under  governuient  ftltd  wa* . 
^'  intimately  cbnhetled  With  fe*th«;r3.  So  sitndted,  I  did 
*'  not  dl^dihe  j^vinS[  btcasbttttl  acebtnmodatroil  floto  th* 
**  farttis  in  th'e  Trciasii'rei-'s  hiitjd^  h)  the  oth^k-  s^r^it^es  nbk 
*'  coiVtt^cted  *ith  tiny  oiWtM  sU^iitiian  as  Tt^afeuref  df  tbii 
**  NiavV,  fp  1  had  rhateriAls  to  tiiake  Up  sueh  an  accobnt; 
^*asydu  j'^uii^e,  I  coUld  hoi  ^o  il  WithdUt  disclosing 
^*^eHcate'atta  Vrotifidemial  tfiatftdctbns  of  gdverniHtJiitj 
^  Viht^i  xiSf  dm  to  tl^ie  ^tibiifi;  must  hav^  itatrbitlbd  m 
^*  fi-diSn  Vevtealing. 

(Sighed)  *•  MELVILI,E,^ 

^*  Thfe  tetter,  %  lot^,  shews  ndl  bHly  that  thfe  vxnich- 
t^rs  \m6  destroyed,  bul  ttet  lb6y  ^t)r^  de^trt^y^d  Uptlft 
Mature ^a^^st^le^atibh,  b|5<)tt  n  jUdgmtshl,  ^dit  w«re^  iipbil 
^Veiy  vou*!**- ftoitt  tiVrtfe  to  thne. 

^  Bat  hMx:  M  us  attfentf  te  thfe  p^Vlod  u^Wfch  is  dibseh 
for  %fiis  'i^urpo*^.  Thert  is  no'  a<hiouilt  settled  at  the 
tiWe :  tTi«e  nobfe  Wd  iaAd  Mr.  Tmiet  h^d  beiSrt  in  Scbts 
land,  and  tSrey  w6re  tc^ttV  iA  LbYidon  soot)  lifV^l'^aN^^ 
yet  it  M%'s  t>t'  ^b  h^^^h  ^^rtseqUfen^,  thai  evei*y  Irace  e>f 
4^; vid^ce  sti^M  %e  &blit^{%teids  iMt  Ih^  release  i^His  hei- 
tJly  p^i>aj^v  and  sfettl  with  iaU  fexfKeditioti  inltt  Scbtland^ 
%nd  all  this  iB  'setri^ly  tfansiacted,  at  ttie  jcritical  inomeM 
xvhen  Ito^  act^ciHints  Xve^-e  kl^Aif^d  tb  be  ireVfeiated  by  the 
•totitoii^rf'on^  of  Naval  Enquiry.  ^  The  witnes*  tulcl 
y^distftVctly  ^^d  ^siMvdy,  tfeat  he  took  thife  st<>p  in 
f  on^ne^rtM*  of  W¥fe  conMtoijfeit)ft^^s.  Whatever  yvwe  Ihfe 
^t>tiV€feof  Lol^  M^lviJte,  -tfce  Mf^Mi^at^s  of  Mr^  Ti  btter 
^V6  b^en  openly  avowed|  and  it  is  easy  to  discern,  that 

ftcoro-' 
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1^  commuQity  of  sentioient  prevailed  between  these  par* 
ties. 

.  '^  It  seems  to  have  occurred  to  them,  that  some  little 
^j^laaation  would  be  required  of  such  a  singular  pro- 
ceeding; and  they  providedi  as  well  as  the  nature  of 
the  circumstances  permitted,  against  this  source  of  em- 
barrassment. What  apology  they  make  is  supplied  from 
this  very,  recital  in  the  caii^  respecting  the  destruction  of 
the  papers,  so  that  they  contemplate  the  destruction, 
and  prepare  this  instrument,  not  to  justify  the  destruc- 
tion  of  the  papers  to  each  other,  but  to  palliate  this  tran* 
aactioQ  to  the  world  when  such  an  explanation  should  be 
demanded, 

^^  But  it  is  to  be  said,  that  this  was  done  inadvertently, 
that  Lord  Melville  knew  noticing  of  the  contents  of  the 
instrument,  and  that  he  was  wholly  negative.  What !  a 
gentleman  whose  fame  had  been  established  by  hb  pro-  I 
found  knowledge  in  the  law,  ai*e  we  to  be  told,  that  ht  f 
never  looked  at  this  instrument,  or  if  he  did,  that  be  J, 
never  understood  its  content?)  ?  Wi-ll  not  your  lordships 
conclude  the  guilt  of  the  noble  defendant  from  the  de- 
struction of  these  vouchers  ?  It  will  hardly  be  necessary 
for  me  to.  state  to  your  lordships  the  inference  always 
drawn  on  such  occasions  by  the  highest  legal  authority. 
Mo^t  of  the  instances  which  occur  to  me,  are  in  civil 
/cases,  and  in  these,  a  party  who  destroys  papers,  is 
Always  charged  to  the  full  extent,  as  if  the  vouchers  so 
destroyed,  were  the  most  unfavorable  possible  to  his  in* 
jterest.  Some  of  yo^^r  Lordships  will  recollect  the  case 
of  a  boy  in  low  life,  who  having  found  a  ring  in  the 
street,  carried  it  to  the  shop  of  a  jeweller.  The  trades- 
xxf^n  told  the  boy  it  was  worth  only  a  few  halfpence, 
which  be  tendered,  and  which  the  boy  refused  to  accept 
The  gem  was  not  returned,  and  was  not  forth  coming, 
and  an  action  was  then  brought  against  the  man  who  re- 
tained the  ring,  and  the  direction  to  the  jury  to  guide 
th^m  in  ascertfiining  the  damagi^s  was  this;  that  they 
ought  to  find  for  the  value  of  the  richest  gem  which 
could  bQ  placed  in  a  setting  of  the ,  proportion  of  that 
produced^  which  had  contained  the  gem  in  question, 

^'  There  is  another  case  in  Peere  Williams.    This  was 
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ft  bill  filed,  and  the  defendant  bad  dastroyed  the  deed* 
Evidence  was  giv^o  to  a  lioiit^tioq  upon  (he  estate  pf 
which  that  deed,  so  destroyed,  was  the  conveyance ;  but 
the  court  said,  tliey  woutd  presume  every  thing  against  a 
man  who  had  coounitted  such  an  act 

''There  is  a  recent  ca^  befoi'e  jLord  Chancellor  Eldon. 
It  was  between  the  executor  of  the  Duke  of  Newcastle, 
and  a  Mr.  Jackson,  the  steward  of  that  nobleioap.  1%  was 
the  duty  of  the  latter  tp  have  kept  accurate  accounts  pf 
all  the  business  thai  devolved  under  his  care.  It  so  hap- 
pened, that  Jackson  had  kept  no  accounts :  he  thougjit 
the  best  way  was  to  state  sotne  great  and  generid  demand. 
*When  the  case  came  before  the  master,  he  was jof  opi- 
nion, that  the  court  ought  to  presume  that  the  deifendant 
bad  no  demand,  from  the  non-existence  of  the  account 

**  Such  is  the  law  in  civil  cases,  aud  I  am  confident^ 
my  lords,  that  in  criminal  cases,  the  person  is  convicted 
of  the  offence  on  presumptive  and  circumstantial  evi- 
dence on  very  numerous  occasions.  The  case  may  occur 
of  a  man's  being  indicted  for  murder,  and  there  is  no 
evidence  but  what  is  circumstantial,  that  is,  of  the  ex- 
istence of  circumstances  which  cannot  be  accounted  for 
ill  any  way,  but  under  the  supposition  of  the  guilt  of 
the  party  accused.  Then  I  will  suppose  evidence  was 
produced,  that  the  accused  had  destroyed  the  clothes  of 
the  man  who  wds  murdered ;  would  it  not  be  presumed, 
that  this  raiment  was  stained  with  the  blood  of  the  de- 
ceased, and  would  it  not  be  considered  a  most  material 
part  of  evidence,  if  it -would  not  go  the  length  of  this 
conclusion,  that  no  man  would  have  destroyed  the  clothes 
but  to  conceal  the  perpetration  of  the  deed. 

*^  1  say,  if  it  would  not  go  this  length,  for  I  do  not 
niQan  tp  contend,  that  if  thisiwere  the  only  circumstance, 
Tvbolly  unattended  with  other  particulars,  it  would  not, 
it  ought  not,  necessarily  to  lead  to  that  conclusion.  Nor 
do  I  in  this  case,  desire  your  lordships  to  draw  the  same 
inference  from  the  single  circumstance  that  all  these  vou- 
chiers  are  destroyed  '^  it  is  not  tliis  alone,  insulated  and 
unaided,  that  would  justify  the  conviction,  but  it  is  other- 
wise, when  surrounded  by  all  the  facts  which  have  been 
brought  before  you  in  evidence. 

**  To  tbi3  case,  we  do  not,  however,  merely  rest  our 
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charges  on  presumptive  evidence.  Here  is  a  pablic  tros- 
tee,  and  with  him  the  destruction  of  the  papers  is  itsdf 
a  crime. 

'^  These  are  all  the  observations  which  occur  to  me  as 
material  to  make  before  your  lordships,  after  the  dili- 
gent attention  you  have  paid  through  the  whole  of  this 
long  investigation.** 

The  Lord  Chancellor.-—**  I  ought,  in  point  of  forni, 
to  ask,  if  the  other  Managers  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons mean  to  make  any  further  observations  on  the  evi- 
dence ?•• 

Mr.  Whitbread.-— "  The  summary  view  now  given, 
$i;nppletel^  satisfies  the  Manft^rs  for  the  Commons,'' 
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TVKSDATy  MAT  13TH/ 

The  Lord  Chancellor.     "  You  may  now  proceed  cm 
the  detence,  andabe  Lords  will  be  pleased  to  give  tbesT, 


attention*'" 


MR.  PLOMEK. 


**  Whatever  may  be  the  result  of  the  present  pfOr-^ 
breedings,  I  am  confident  that  your  Lordships  will  ad* 
minister  the  law  with  justice  and  impartiality.  You 
will  readily  apprehend,  what  are  the  impressions  of  ex^ 
treme  anxiety  upon  the  mind  of  the  noble  defendant  on 
this  occasion.  The  charges  exhibited  against  him,  have 
been  for  a  long  lime  bemre  the  publici  and  they  have 
been  circulated  with  unusual  success  and  industry.  He 
is  now  called  upon  to  answer  before  your  Lordships  ta 
these  charges  .under  circumstances  of  peculiar  disadvan- 
tage. One  of  the  dependants  in  the  office  over  which  the 
noble  Lord  presided  has  been  arrested  by  the  band  of 
death,  another  received  his  protection  li*om  early  life,  and 
obtained  his  entire  confidence.  He  has  beeq  brought 
forward  and  subtnitted  to  your  examination. 

' '  The  noble  defendant  has  the  misfortune  to  have  for  hi^ 
accusers  the  Knights,  .Citizens,  and  Burgesses  of  thai 
realm,  who  come  here  in  the  name  of  their  country  armed 
with  al)  the  privileges  justly  belonging  to  that  respectable 
and  dignified  body.  From  among  these,  individuals  are  se« 
lected  to  conduct  this  prosecution,  who  |ire  possessed  of 
great  pc^rliamentary  experience,  who  are  endowed  with  ex-> 
traordinary  talents,  atfd  who  are  provided  witb  the  best 
legal  assistance  which  a  learned  professioi»  can  supply. 

*'  In  addition  to  all  this,  the  evidence  is  of  ^eat  extent 
and  variety,  and  involves  the  counsel  for  Lerd^elville  i0 
considerable  embarrassment 

**  I  have  heard  an  observation  from  a  learned  and  ho^ 
nourable  manager,  which  I  aim  confident  was  not  intend' 
ed  to  convey  what  it  seema  to  import^  and  I  biegleave  top 


2ia ! 

observe  that  I  shall  use  iDdiiferently  the  terms,  the  Ma- 
ifagers,  and  the  Commons  of  England,  and  when  I 
speak  of  the  latter  it  will  be  understood  I  only  n[iean  the 
former  in  their  cpUectivip  gharji^cter,  Jhc  remark  to 
which  1  have  referred  and  on  which  I  think  I  have  some 
cause  of  complaint  is  this,  that  in  the  prudent  impeachment 
the  Commons  of  England  may  be  considered  on  their 
trial. 

**  t  am  sure,  my  Lords,  that  you  will  carefully  attend  to 
tliejOdgUieiityou  have  to  pronounce,  you  cannot  beinfla- 
enced  by  the  dignity  of  tlie  accusers,  but  alone  by  the 
facts  in  evidence,  and  you  will  not  think  that  the  charac- 
ter of  the  British  Mouse  of  Commons  is  at  all  concerniBd 
in   your  decision.     I    beg    oh  this  subject   to  be  dis- 
tinctly iinderstood.     It  never  was  the  intention  of  Lord 
Melville,  when  abuses  in  the  office^  were  discovered  in  the 
department  over  w»hich .  he  presided,   and  when  doubts 
\Vere  entertained,  to  whom  these  abuses  were  to  be  attri- 
buted, I  say,  it  was  never  his  intention  to  express  any 
doubt  wbetlier  it  would  become  the  House  of  Commons 
to  institute  on  enquiry.     My  Lords,  if  I,  an  humble  in- 
dividual, may  presume  to  speak  an  such  a  subject,  while 
any  suspicion  was  entertained  that  an  ostensible  servant 
,  of  the  Ipublic  derived  any  pecuniary  benefit  fron(i  such 
abu&es,  I   would  declare,  that  it  was  their  indispensible 
duty  to  put  the  matter  into  a  train  of  investigation.     It 
was  fit  that  the  nation  should  be  satisfied,   Uirough  tlie 
medium  of  its  representatives,  and  it  was  right  that  they 
should  be  informed,  whether  the  defendant  were  culpable, 
or  whether  tlie  blame  were  to  be  attributed  to  his  subor-. 
dinate  agents.     But   however  proper  it  might  be,  that 
snch  an  examination  should  be  made,  it  was  by  no  means 
lit  that  the  general  voice  of  clamour  should  be  raised 
pending  the  proceedings  on  this  trial.     The  pure  admi- 
nistration of  justice  is  the  uniform  wish  of  your  Lord- 
ships; not  one  individual  of  this  august  assembly  would 
wish  to  violate  the  principles  of  natural  right,  and  that 
any  one  should  be  condemned  and  punished  unheard. 
*     "  lliis  is  not  an  aftair  of  to-day  or  yesterday,   the 
noble  defendant  has  been  the  victim  of  a  series  of  priva- 
tions and  misfortunes.     First,  he  was  precluded  from  the 
tionofhble  situation Jic  held  in  his  Majesty's  councils,  for 

"  *  7  ever: 
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ever :  Iben  be  tras  to  be  liable  only  to  civil  prosecution  ; 

and  then  he*  was  to  be  subject  to  toe  penal  laws.     Every 

possible  means  have  been  employed  to  sift  his  conduct  to 

the  bran :  month  after  month  has  been  employed  to  ex« 

*  amkie  and  re-examine  all  the  written  documents  that 

■  coald  relate  to  tbe  -»'bject,  witness  after  witness  has 

^  been  cidlled  to  searcn  into  every  secret  of  the  human 

heart,  and  Acts  of  Parliament  have  been  passed  to  faci- 

^  litate  the  disclosure  of  every  circumstance  that  could  be 

^  un^vorable  to  the  nobie  defendant.     If  after  all  this  ex- 

F  '  tfaordinary exertion  and  vigilance  it  should  appear  that 

^  Lord  Melville  is  innocent  of  the  high  crimes  and  misde* 

^  meanors  laid  to  his  charge,  I  am  sensible  it  will  be  a 

^  source  of  great  satisfaction  to  your  Lbrdships,  and  you 

^  will  be  convinced  that  nothing  could  implicate  the  purity 

"^   Wind  integrity  of  his  character. 

^'  I  have,  my  Lords  to  complain  of  one  outrage  against 

all  the  principles  of  humanity  and  justice  in  an  assembly 

where  the  Noibl^  Defendant  couFd  not  appear,  where 

OfNniotts  were  given,  not  by  anonymous  libellers,  not  by 

insigntficacit  individuals,  who  could  be  concealed  beneatn 

tfaecloudof  their  ownobscurity ;  but  by  his  accusers,  res* 

fiectable  for  tbetr  rank,  their  fortune,  and  their  character 

**-opiQions  not  only  declared,  hut  modified  into  the  form 

of  Tesolutions  registered   in  the  public  annals   of  the 

Country  and  carried  to  the  foot  of  the  throne  of  it^  so- 

Tereign.     I  entertain  hopes  that  the  sentiments  naturally 

felt  by  the  nation  on  this  subject  will  render  the  honorable 

assembly  to  which  I  have  alluded  more  cautious,  and  I 

am  sore  the  circumstance  will  be  obliterated  from  your 

tiiinds,  80  far  as  to  prevent  any  improper  influence  from 

such  an  unqualified  and  imprudent  proceeding. 

*^  The  noble  defendant  being  called  upon  to  ahsner 
these  charges,  from  the  distance  of  time  in  which  they 
were  presented,  it  would  have  been  competent  to  him  to 
bave  addressed  a  drfierent  defence  to  the  tenth  article  so 
lately  exhibited :  another  course  has  however  been 
adopted,  and  indeed  the  first  and  tenth  articles  are  so  in- 
timately connected,  that  tbehr  separation  in  the  defence 
seems  to  me  not  only  unnecessary  but  improper. 

**  In  what  I  have  to  offer  before  your  lordships,  J  shall 
follow  the  example  of  the  honourable  a^d  loarncd  mana- 
ger, 


ger»  who  sumrtJed  up  the  evidericc,  by  not  aftetnpting  to 
wade  through  the  immense  mass  of  proof,  and  by  passing 
over,  the  prelimmary  topics  which  have  little  relation  ta 
this  cause.  This  honorable  and  learned  person  said,  that 
he  should  only  solicit  the  attention  of  your  lottlships  txy 
the  prominent  features  of  the  case,  and  if  I,  in  imitation 
of  this  judicious  pleader,  should  pass  over  whdl  appean 
Ies3  material,  I  hope  no  unfavourable  inference  will  be 
dmwn,  and  that  it  will  be  thought  I  omit  what  deserves 
no  attention,  rather  thap  that  1  avoid  whal  call  receive 
no  answer.  The  general  subject  presented  to  your  lottl- 
ships by  the  ten  articles,  may  be  divided  into  two  hea(i& 
The  first  l>ead  refers  t6  what  passed  in  the  oiSce  of  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy  anterior  to  tlie  act  of  the  ^5tb  (rf 
the  King :  the  others  relate  to  what  is  subseqttent  to  that 
statute,  which  placed  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  in  new 
and  peculiar  circwnstanees  which  appear  to^my  mind  not 
lo  have  been  correctly  understood. 

"  Tiie  fii-st  and  tenth  articles  bekwlg  46  ihe  former,  and 
include  the  same  period  of  tirhe,  aiw  they  aHedge,  that 
the  defendant  did  fraudulently,  and  illegal^  convert  cer^ 
tain  sums  to  his  own  use,  or  to  some  other  corrupt,  and 
illegal  purposes,  and  to  other  piirposes  than  those  of  the 
public  tmvy  services  of  the  kingdom,  to  wbieh  atone  the 
same  was  lawfally  applicable,  and  did  continue  aoeb 
fraudulent  and  illegal  conversion  and  applicfttioa  of  tUa 
same,  after  the  passing,  of  the  said  act  of  parliament  for 
the  better  regulating  the  office  of  the  Treasurer  of  His 
Majesty's  Navy,  and  also  advert  to  his  coneealment  of 
Ihe  same  from  motives  of  public  tkrty,  private  lu>noiir^ 
and  personal  convenience^  a«  expresseid  in  hia  declaratiba 
t(»  the  House  of  Commousv 

"  The  second  article  charges  a  breoch  of  the  %cl  in  re^ 
spect  to  the  money  when  drawn  from  the  Bank,  the  mere 
act  of  drawing  from  the  one  place  to  the  either,  ^without 
reference  to  tiie  corrupt  use  of  it,  an^  this  is  stated  to  be 
a  violation  of  tlic  act  of  p»rlianr>ent. 

•*  In  all  the  other  seven  articles,  the  tise  of  the  tnooey 
constitutes  the  otfence,  or  else  it  fs  the  use  and  the  act  tf 
drawing  united,  and  applying  to  his  own  emolument,  the 
money  so  subtracted  from  the  public  The  terms  are 
boniewhftt  loosei  there  is  a  generality  in  theu»  Doi  poo- 

sisteot 
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sistent  widi  legal  precision,  they  io  qpt  positively  %tid 
i^xcluaively  charge  the  npble  defeodanty  but  are  aioip 
DomprebeiDaive  thaois  pecfeclly  regular  in  a  criminal  pro- 
ceeding. 

"  Tben  .we  have  the  charge  of  destroying  the  vouchera, 
from  which  cin  inference  is^ drawn  of  guilt  in  aid  of  the 
other  allegations. 

^'  This,  my  lords,  is  the  general  outline ;  it  is  now  ne- 
ceaaaiy  tliat  I  should  descend  to  the  particulars,  and  on 
doing  so  I  shall  speak  of  the  first  and  tenth  articles  coir 
lectively. 

"  The  first  article  stajtes,  thnt  IJenry  liord  Viscount 
Melville,  whilst  he  held  and  enjoyed  the  office  of  Trea^ 
Buner  of  His  Majesty^  NaVy,  and  pre>^iQU8  to  the  lOth 
day  of  January,  1786,  ,did  take  and  receive  froop  and 
out  of  the  money  imprested  to  him  as  Treasurer  of  His 
Majesty's  Navy  from  His^  Maji^ty's  Exchequer,,  the  sum 
of  ]0,OOOL  or  some  other  large  sum  or < sums  of  money^ 
and  did  fraudulently  and  illegally  .convert  and  apply  the 
aame  to  bis  own  use  or  some  other  corrupt  or  illegal  puc<- 
poses,  and  to  other  purposes  than  those  of  the  public  oa* 
vy-  service  of  the .  kingdom,  to  which,  alone  the  &ame  was 
lawfully  applicable;  and  did  continue  such  fraudulent 
and  ilh^gal  conversion  and  application  of  the  said  sum  or 
aums  of  moneyi  after  the  passing  the:  act  pf  parliament 
Sor  the  better  regulating  the  office  pf  Treasurer  of  His 
Majesty's  Navy,  And  the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount 
Melville  has  declared  that  hci  never  would  i:eveal  the  ap- 
plication of  the  said  sum.  of  10,0001.  and  in  particular  Im 
did  make  such  declar ation  in  the  House  of  Commons ofi 
ifae  nth  day  of  June^  1805 ;  and  then  and  there  added 
that  he  felt  himself  bound  by  motives  of  public  duty>  ^as 
weUas  priirate  honour  and  personal  convenience  to  con- 
ceal the  same;  all  of  which  ponductof  the  said  Henry  Lord 
Viscount  Melville  was  contrary  tp  tha  duty  of  his  said  of- 
fice, a  breach  of  the  high  trust  reposed  in  him,  and  a  vio^ 
lation  of  the  laws  and  statutes  of  this  realm. 

*^  You  will  obfi^ve,  my  lords, , that  in  this  article,  the 
period  of  time  is  in  Jaouary,  178^9  and  therefore  prior 
to  the  act,  which  ralalea  enitirqly  to  money  issued  at  a 
|K>stcrior  date  mentioned  in  the  statute. 

**  Now,  my  lords>  00  the  sut^ect  of  corruption  in  this 

charge, 
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cbftfge,  I  wish'yilu  exf^lkitly  to  underitaad,  ttiat^  onthc 
part  of  the  noble  defendant,  I  do  publicly  declare,  tbat 
M'hatever  irregularity,  imprudence,  negligence  or  culpa- 
bility in  any  other  respect  may  lie  at  his  door,  to  the 
charge  of  corruption  he  pleads  not  guilty.  If  it  should 
be  discorerod,  that  in  a  single  iostauce  the  mind  of  tbe 
defendant  has  been  corrupt,  that  be  has  infringed  the  law 
of  moral  duty  for  money,  that  in  the  pursoit  of  money 
be  has  sacriliced  his  conscience  Md  his  tame,  he  entreal^ 
of  you  th^t  be  may  receive  no  indulgence,  and  that  he 
may  meet  that  sentence  of  condemnation,  which^  in  such 
a  case,  it  would  be  incumbent  on  your  lordships'  to  pro* 
nounce. 

*^  But,  while  I  confidently  challenge  you  to  do  this  in 
the  name  of  his  lordship,  as  his  counsel  I  may  express 
•my  firm  conviction,^  that  before  you  proceed  to  such  a 
decision,  you  will  carefully  compare  the  charge  with  tbe 
evidence«-*you  will  allow  for  the  means  of  defence,  wbicb 
from  tbe  length  of  time  have  been  lost-^--^r  the  defect  af 
memory,  lor  the  death  of  witnesses,  and  for  the  oompli- 
eated  difllculties  to  which,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
noble  defendant  is  unavoidably  exposed. 

*^  If  you  find  this  to  be  a  .situation  in  which  an  honoiN^ 
able  man  may  be  placed,  who^  from  the  habits  and  prin- 
ciples of  his  life,  has  an  utter  disregard  for  every  mm'ce- 
nary  consideration,  and  who,  from  his  vast  political  occa- 
patimis,  with  all  the  energies  of  his  mind,  has  scarcely 
time  to  attend  to  his  public  duties,  mucli  less  mrnutely  to 
inspect  bis  private  affairs,  you  will  pause  bt^oreyon  coa* 
demn.  Before  you  condemn,  you  will  recollect  tbe  de- 
ference between  a  private  individual  whose  immedmie 
interests  constitqte  the  whole  history  of  his  life,  and  a 
great  public  functionary  who  devotes  his  days  and  bii 
nights  to  the  service  of  hiis  conatry. 

*^  I  niust  observe,  in  justice  to  the  bononrable  nana- 
gerswho  have  conducted  this  prosecution^  that  from  coN 
rect  views  of  the  life  of  Lord  Melvrlle,  they  distinctly  ad* 
mitred  that  the  passion  of  avarke  never  enlened  the  mind 
of  the  noble  de^ndant  The  honourable  person  who  as- 
serted this,  had  before  him  the  materials  for  discovering 
alj  the  secret  annuls  of  Loi^d  Meli^lle,  every  item  in  bis 
aecQuntSi  every  boQk  ^pt  by  those  with  whom  be  was  con^ 

pected) 
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4iec4ed|  every  9Gfap  of  evidence  tfafttcottldl  be  fironired, 
that  honourable,  manager  had,  with  iodefatigable  indus^ 
try,  arranged  and  examinad,  and  such  waB  the  conclusion 
be  drew  from  these  abundant  suu4x:e3  of  iiaforaiation. 

''  If  tlien,  my  Lords^  he  b0  guilty  of  this  charge,  fa&will 
tiave  departed)  fdr  the  iirdt  time,  from  the  maxims  to 
which  he  has  adhe^red  through  a  |»rotracl)ed  existence :  he 
will  ba^e  forsaken  all  those  objects  to  which  his  adula^ 
•tioQ  has  been  directed,  .his  reputation  and  his  honor, 
and,  he  wUl  have  si^rreodered  these  deities  of  brs  worship 
to  what  he  never  before  valued.  Ttie  present  condition 
•of  his  for4;une,  after  jioldiog  the  i»09t  dignified  and  lucra* 
tive  situations  in  the  state,  gives  the  strongest  contirnia- 
lion  of  the  arghment  I  enaploy.  .  And  ihon,  my.  Lords^ 
Mt  what  period  doea  he  do  this  ?  At  ^  thne  when  be  might 
^ve  retired  from  public  duty,  and  carried  his  fame  with 
i^m  to  his  r<etreat. 

^If  it  be  true  that  avarfee  look  posseasioii  of  bis 
Iteart;  what  was  his  tempiation^  the  iontiaie  to  his  bosom  ? 
iie  did  not  pursue  the  lower  waika  of  life  where  such  t 
compaBion  might  be  expected,  he  was  advanced:  to  posts 
^f  dignky  most  suited  to  elev;ale  the  mind  {  and  he  was 
4iccupied  with  the  policy  of  his  country  at  the  nost  criti«- 
<9il  period  in  the  history  of  Europe*  He  was  at  the  head 
of  the  Uoard  of  Controul ;  be  w^aa  Seoretary  of  State  i 
he  was  e^igaged'in  the  War  ]3epantmeiit ;  and  he  bad 
mil  these  national  affairs  upon  bisbaods,  at  a  moment 
M'hcB  not  only  the  greatest  wisdom,  but  the  greatest  acti^* 
vi^  was  required.  He  was  never  a  man  disposed  la 
fi|^ries,  to  accounts,  aud  to  tninote  arithmetical  compa^ 
Nation ;.  he  was  never  accustooaed  to  them,  perhaps  unae^ 
^u^ated  with  them  ;  aad  it  was  natural  for  hiaa  to  trans* 
fer  this  inferior  tabout  to  others.  If  then  the  accounts 
vhich  were  presented  to  him  wene  signed  without  inw 
spoclioB,  it  is  easy  to  suppose  that  this  earelessaess  wias 
ini^ideiitto  his  uafttraJ  habits,  and  i«o  unfa vaiurable  infers* 
e«iee  oeHld  be  dffawa«  at  least  iitit  io  the  extent  of  ebairg'^ 
ioig  hi# with  vice  and  lepmiptionu  fai  tmvelfiiig  throu^ 
a  series  of  figures,  relating  to  trattsaeii^tis  ibur  and  tweii* 
4yy9ilrs  i^o„  when  the  prtndpal  watnesa  w  dead, 'it  ean*  ' 
«ot  ha  expected  irom  his  Ix>rd8hip  uhnler  such  a  diisponi^ 
tio^  of  mind,  or  indeed ^ofaajntoan,  wfaaterer  nuty  be 
his  larn  of  thought,  to  explain  each  partieular  itom^  and 

Sir  u^ 


lit 

K 
111 

li 

If 

i 

m 


218 

to  produce  his  bankers'  book,  and  to  state. all  the  puN 
poses  to  which  the  multifarious  sums  have  been  directed. 

^^  When  we  come  to  more  recent, transactions,  where 
the  witness  is  living,  and  the  account  of  the  officer  can  be 
given  with  more  certainty,  I  shall  not  ask  the  same  in* 
duigence,  but  I  am  conhdent,  ^both  witlrrespect  to  one 
and  the  other,  you  will  not  hastily  draw  any  uncharitable 
conclusion. 

**  With  regard  to  the  first  10,000/.  it  is  enough  forme 
to  state,  that  it  arose  at  a  time  when  there  was  no  law 
upon  the  subject,  either  common  or  statute,  and  what- 
ever obligation  there  was  resulting,  only  from  the  im: 
plied  contract,  founded  on  the  warrant  by  which  an  an- 
nuity or  salary  had  been  granted. 

'^  Now  here  again,  my  Lords,  J  entreat  that  I  may  not 
be  misunderstood,  while  I  am  examining  the  allegations.  |j 
I  hope  you  will  not  think  that  I  am  aamitting  the  cor* 
riiption,  land  taking  shelter  udder  a  formal  objection,    I 
am  aware,  that  his  Lordship  was  under  certain  obliga- 
tions, if  not  by  the  express,  by  the  implied  terms  of  tfae 
contract:  but  I  say,  that  independently  of  the  warrant 
there  was  no  common  or  statute  law  of  the  land,  wiiich 
precluded  this  officer,  or  others  in  a  similar  situation; 
from  using  the  public  monies  which  devolved  into  their 
hands,  to  any  ptirDOse  of  private  profit  or  emolument. 
'    **  I   know,   when  I  assert  this,  I  ^m  taking  up  the 
gauntlet  of  the  honorable  manager  who  has  opened  the 
articles  of  impeachment;  I  know  he  has  distinctly  and 
ably  argued,  that  before  1785,  when  the  statute  passed, 
it  was  illegal  for  any  public  officer  to  apply  such  money 
to  his  Own  use.     He~ means  to  say,  that  it  \tras  the  law 
then,  and  the  law  recognized  by  the  resolutions  in  17.82. 
^*  Perhaps  the  principal  force  of  the  honorable  ma* 
nager  s  argument,  was  directed  against  the  confession  of 
the  noble  defendant  in  the  House  of  Commons,  the  con- 
^  fession  of  a  public  accountant  in  what  has  been  called  the 
sanctuary  of  liberty,  when  he  said  he  would  conceal  the 
use  which  he  bad  made  of  the  public  money.     He  had 
asserted,  he  had  a  right  to  make  this  employment  of  it : 
and  the  ofience  is,  that  he  had  dared  to  avow  this  in  the 
sanctuary  of  liberty. 

'  *^  All  these  general  priucipleSi  if  tliey  afforded  obser- 
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vation  against  an  accountant;  mast  equally  apply  to 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Army,  to  Receivers-General  of  the 
Land  Tax,  to  all  officers,  to  a  man  who  was  entrusted 
with  the  public  money,  and  if  they  use  it  before  it  is 
wanted  or  required  by  the  ])ubliCy  all  this  would  be  mat*/ 
ter  of  charge  against  them. 

'*  Now  with  great  6ubmission,^notwithstanding  all  that 
has  been  urged,  I  undertake  to  prove  before  tbisaugusfe 
assembly,  and  I  well  know  in  whose  presence  I  speak, 
that  there  is  not  a  particle  of  truth  in  this  reasoning ;  the 
whole  is  an  error  and  contradiction.  The  law  is  not  so, 
universally  admitted  not  to  be  so  in  every  book  upon  the 
subject,  and  openly  and  publicly  declared  not  to  be  so  in 
the  very  sanctuary  of  liberty,  by  the  highest  and  enlight* 
ened  characters  in  it,  and  under  circumstahces  which  in- 
dicate the  most  positive  conviction  on  the  subject  . 

^'  My  Lords,  I  hope  )[  maybe  permitted,  as  we  are 
now  upon  a  history  of  the  transactions  referred. to  in^ 
Xhese  articles,  when  you  are  called  upon  in  the  most  ao- 
vel  manner,  to  advert  to  the  declaration  of  the  Commons, 
aiM  to  say  that  such  a  declaration  cannot  constitute  the 
law  of  the  land.  I  hope  I  may  accompany  this  allega- 
tion with  all  that  passed  in  parliament  at  the  very  period, 
and  preliminary  to  the  time  referred  to  in  these  charges 
on  which  you  are  now  to  pronounce  judgment 

**  The  honourable  managers  have  staled,  that  the  con- 
dition of  the  public  accounts  attracted  the  attention  of 
parliament;  public  (economy  was  the  object,  and  Com- 
missioners were  appointed  under  a  certaia  act  to  pro- 
mote it 

**  Your  Lordships  will  find  a  most  singular  and  extra- 
ordinary account  in  the  preamble  to  the  articles ;  and 
when  it  is  attentively  examined,  it  will  be  discovered, 
that  the  directly  opposite  conclusion  must  be  drawn 
from  the  sources  there  stated,  to  {hat  which  is  deduced 
in  this  preamble. 

^*  It  appears  by  the  Journals  of  the  House,  that  upon 
the  11th  of  June,  1781,  the  subject  was  brought  und^r 
the  consideration  of  parliament  by  the  minister  of  the 
day ;  and  jour  Lordships  will  condescend  to  follow 
ihlpugh  the  proceedings  at  that  time.  Upon  the  occa- 
sion of  this  enquiry,  the  balances  which  then  retnained  ia 
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the  hands  of  tb&  public  accoimtaiits,  wert  reported  bf 
the  Committee,  and  Ibey  stand  upon  die  mimitasr  of  tto 
House.  It  is  not  necessaiy  to  tntee  back  t^e  aui^eet  w 
j^arfy  as  the  beginning  of  tke  lasl  eentur^,,  bulla  deeceiKK^ 
to  a  period  which  tviU  be  within  the  Fecoiiecti&ii  ef  somr 
of  your  Lordships;  in  the  year  177^  a  nobie  |»8i«ofl» 
wcnl  but  of  office  with. krge  balafices.  of  wkicbi  lie  has 
«inc^  been  in  poseeseion,  and  I  think  the  wboie  4etiia«dr 
was  450,000/1  What  did  he  say  in  this  sanctuary  «f  li- 
berty ?  Did  he  admit  tbat  he  could  fK)t  apply  tbepciUir 
moniey  to  private  use  ?  No,  9mA  he  j^sd* kfd  his  right  l» 
make  sach  use  of  it.  ll<ere  he  was  re^dy  to  thra«r  cbw» 
tbe  gauntlet,  a«)d  to  aigue  a^inst  any  maor  who  pM* 
ies^d  a  cotltrary  opin  lob,  that  if  a  public  acctemntaal 
should  produce  the  money  in  bis  hands  when  reqarred) 
it  was  a  matter  of  iudifFerence  to  the  ptibjic  what  befiefi* 
dal  applica4non  was  made  of  it  by  tiie  iadividaal. 

^  An  hofX)uP8bie  and  learned  manager,  indeed  a  re- 
cent member  of  tbe  House  of  Oon^i^us^  bn«t  M'ho  hag 
long  been  tlie  ornament  of  the  pro^sien,  will  chalkmgiB 
me^  and  I  will  evcbu^,  '  How  do  you  da«re  to  assevt  thrftv 
public accouptent,  notGnlyto4heamount*of  ten  thousand 
pounds^  but  to  the  ^s^ont  of  four  hundred  and  fi%  thou* 
sar^d^  may  thi^  divert  tbe  public  4iio«nes  ?  You  throw 
down  the  gi^ntlet,  I  take  it  up,  and  ksisfst  ibat  you  have 
no  right  to  make  this  profit  of  the  public  money/  What 
was  ^e  case  at  the  date  to  which  I  hav«  referred  ?  The 
minister  was  iiot  of  opinion  with  the  learned!  and  eloquent 
gen^endai^ :  be  siaid  that  if  a  public  accountant  would  pre^ 
ducethe  money  \yhen  necessary,  it  was  immaterial  whf^ 
use  bftd  been  made  of  it.  Now  two  pei^oiis  who  never 
i^€ed  before  upon  any  one  subject,  m,  liBast  concur  upon 
tms ;  and  yet  here  we  are  to  receivo  a  difierent  OKplana* 
tioti  of  the  law  of  the  land. 

'^  It  h  said  that  the  late  Lord  Chatham  made  no  use  of 
the  public  money ;  but  it  will  be  recollected  th^t  it  was 
said  by  one  of  tli»t  day,  that  he^neilher  blamed,  nor  much 
admired  his  Lordship  for  this  abstinence. 

*'  The  subject  was  again  discussed  in  the  following 
year,'  atid  at  the  ve^-y  period  when  these  resolutions 
were  veted,  (tlie  18th  of  June  1782.)  The  honorable 
m^agw  has  (H4t?tafceii,  he  pech^^^^s  Ivql^  wot  a e^xd  the  traiw* 
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nations  of  tlie  time  atten^tiirely :  the  resolutions  were  not 
proposed  as  declaratory  of  the  law,  they  were  brought  in 
by  the  minister,  and  when  introduced,  the  lateness  of 
tbe  s^sion,  it  is  said,  did  not  allow  time  for  the  statute  ta» 
lie  passed  on  the  subject,  and  therefore  they  werer 
bFoagbt  in  as  a  sort  of  pledge  of  parliament,  for  the 
ad<option  of  the  principles  at  a  posterior  date,  or  to  en-^ 
gage  them  or  their  successors  to  resume  the  subject 

**'  Some  of  your  Lordships  will  remember  as  a  mattet? 
of  personal  observation,  others  as  a  matter  of  history,* 
liiat  a  new  source  of  eyents  succeeded,  and  when  the 
purliaflsent  met,  they  had  something  else  to  deliberater 
open;  and  upon  these  resolutions  the  house  never  a<!ted; 
They  are  put  upon  Chis  preamble  as  if  they  were  the  lawy 
when  in  fact  they  wer^  only  to  be  introductory  of  a  new* 
law,  and  is  it  to  li^saiid,  that  by  the  violation  of  tbes9 
the  individual  is  to  be  conderanedf  ? 

"  £ven  after  these  resolutions  had  been  brought  for- 
ward in  the  very  sanctuary  of  liberty,  a  right  honorable 
gentleman  said  twelve  months  after,  he  had  eonnsider- 
«d  the  subject,  wifth  respect  to  very  large  amounts  with 
whieh  he  was  entrusted,  that  he  had  a  right  to  employ 
the  money,  that  he«had  often  d6ne  so,  and  that  all  the 
nation  had  to  expect  of  a  public  accountant  was,  that 
the  money  should  be  forthcoming  when  the  exigencies  of 
the  state  required^  -  * 

"  It  appears,  thai  when  the  subject  was  brought  under . 
the 'Consideration  of  parliament,  by  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, on  the  25th  of  June  of  the  same  year,  this  great 
law  officer  said,  that  all  he  required  was,  that  the  ba- 
lances should  be  correctly  stated,  and  that  the  party 
should  be  called  upon  to  pay  interest  for  the  money  iii 
his  bands  subsequent  to  bis  resignation.  Thus  we  see 
that  ail  the  result  of  the  deliberation  on  this  subject  was,- 
^rnt  it  was  expected  interest  would  be  payable,  and  a 
civil  right  would  be  established.  Even  this  civil  right 
the  parliament  opposed,  and  the  Attorney  General,  who 
brought  in  the  propositions,  was  obliged  to  abandon 
them.  • 

"  Your  Lordships  are  not  unacquainted  with  the  great 
lawyers  of  the  day,  and  if  the  accountants  had  acted 
contrary  to  the  law  they  would  not  have  escaped  its  se*^ 
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verity.  Mr.  JVnllis  said,  that  he  found  4  difficulty  as  to 
the  interest,,  to  which  it  wa»  conceived  the  public  had  a 
right  from  the  great  national  accountants ;  but  on  reflec* 
.tion,  be  did  not  hesitate  to  declare  that  the  public  had  no 
such  right,  and  he  should  be  supported  by  the  long  robe 
in  his  opinion.  If  the  public  were  entitled  to  the  inte- 
rest, the  public  he  argued  ought  to  be  liable  for  the 
failure  of  the'  securities.  This  was  not  the  case,  the 
party  himself  must  answer  for  the  deficiencies,  and  tbere- 
fore  should  have  the  enjoyment  of  the  interest. 
•  ^'  I  might  state  many  more  opinions,  in  which  such  as 
rejected  every  idea  of  criminality,  now  were  alarmed  by 
dangei*s  to  the  constitution,  and  to  the  freedom  of  the 
country ;  nothing  of  this  kind  ever  entered  the  head  of 
Uny  one  member  in  the  sanctuary  of  liberty.  Thet-e  was 
one  accountant  who  had  no  less  a  sum  than  848,0001. 
and  he  publicly  stated  in  ^is  place,  that  if  the  bialance  were 
increased  tcfnfold,  he*  would  make  as  much  advantage  of 
it  as  he  could  for  his  own  private  emolument 

", These  were  the  arguments  that  prevailed  at  that 
tim^;  but  we  are  not  confined  merely  to  this  argument  ^ 
there  is  another  analogous  subject  which  I  believe  re- 
mains to  this  moment  unaltered ;  I  mean  with  regard  to 
the  balances  in  the  hands  of  receivers-general  of  the 
land-tax.  On  the  principle  contended  for,  Ihey  ougljt 
to  pay  the  money  into  the  Exchequer  immediately,  and 
every  hour  tliey  neglect  so  to  do  is  a  toss  to  the  public 
Your  Lordships  know  that  the  annual  act  directs  that 
the  balances  should  be  paid  up,  and  they  may -be  com- 
pelled to  pay  them.  An  honor.able  member  then  of  tlie 
House  of  Commons,  but  now  occupying  a  seat  with 
youLir  Lordships,  stated  the  injustice  of  compelling  the 
accountants  to.  pay  in  their  balances,  and  he  shewed  bj 
arithmetical  calculation,  that  if  this  were  rigidly  demand- 
ed in  some  counties,  the  place  of  collector  would  not  be 
worth  \o  1.  a  year,  and  no  faian  of  character  w*ould  ac- 
cept the  office.  Did  it  appear  to  the  noble  Lord  that 
this  was  dangerous  to  the  constitution,  and  to  the  liber- 
ties of  the  country?  No,  on  the  contrary,  the  peril 
would  be  that  no  man  of  character  would  undertake  the 
duty,  and  it  was  now  to  be  said,  that  this  use  of  the 
money  is  inconsistent  with  the  practice  pf  a  man  of  cha- 
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raeter.  It  was  then  urged  that  moSt  of  the  collectors 
"were  bankers,  and  |^new  how  to  use  the  money,  and  that 
those  who  were  not  iu  that  occupation  placed  the  pub* 
lie  money  in  banks,  and  derived  a  profit  from  such 
deposits. 

"I  am  now  speaking  of  the  question  indepen* 
deotly  of  the  warrant,  and  of  ^ the  Act  of  Parliament^  . 
and  the  position  I  maintain  is  this,  that  there  is  no 
common  law,  directing  or  requiring  a  receiver  of  pub- 
lic money  not  to  employ  it  for  his  private  emolu-^ 
ment  This  does  not  apply  merely  to  a  Treasurer  of  the 
Navy,  or  a  public  officer;  but  money  imprested  to  any 
man  he  is  at  liberty  to  use ;  it  is  to  b6  returned  in  mo* 
ney  at  the  proper  time,  but  not  in  the  identical  pieces  of 
gold,  received,  as  in  the  case  of  a  piece  of  plate,  or  a  gem^  . 
the  identical  articles  are  not  to  be  returned.  The  error 
of  the  honorable  managers  is  of  this  kind :  they  suppose 
that  the  same  guineas  are  to  be  returned  m  solido^ 
whereas,  money  is  of  a  fugitive  and  fluctuating  nature^' 
and  may  undergo  a  thousand  changes,  without  any  in- 
jury to  the  party  ultimately  to  receive  it.  All  that  a 
publid  officer  has  to  do,  is  to  render  the  money  for  the 
current  service  conscientiously  and  honorably,  wh^n 
that  service  requires  it  By  virtue  of  his  office,  this 
duty  is  cast  upon  him,  and  if  he  perform  it,  the  public 
have  neither  any  right,  nor  any  interest  to  enquire  to 
what  certain  uses 'the  money  lias  been  applied,  ' 

^-  If  this  be  not  the  case,  the  most  respectable  persona 
in  the  kingdom  are  constantly  in  tbeiiabit  of  infringing 
the  law.  Not  only  the  family!  have  named,  would  have 
been  exposed  to  this  unjust  obloquy,  but  almost  all  the 
rest  of  the  post  distinguished  personages  in  the  kingdom* 
The  representative  of  Mr,  Grenville  himself  desired 
two  months  to  pay  the  balances  due  from  that  office. 
Why  did-»  he  desire  this  interval,  if  the  money  were  de- 
posiled  in  the  Bank?  The  money  was  employed,  and  it 
was  right  that  it  should  be  at  use  for  private  advantage^ 
and  he  thought  it  was  consistent  with  his  duty  to  avail 
himself  of  it 

/*  My  Lords,  it  will  be  necessary,  that  you  should 
take  these  reflections  along  with  you  through  the  whole 
i^a^e-i  because  \vq  have  been  borne  down  by  the  force 
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with  which  the  contrary  principles  have  been  prMied 
>  lipon  us.  We  have  been  told,  that  there  was  an  exists 
ing  law,  which  in  fact,  never  had  any  existence,  and  by 
this  supposed  law,  it  was  said  to  be  enacted,  that  the  mo- 
ney  was  to  be  locked  up  in  a  bureau  or  a  drawer^  and  to 
be  applied  to  no  purpose  of  utility  whatever. 

^'  Such  was  the  plan  then,  and  I  submit  to  your  Lord* 
^hips  Hith  great  humility,  that  the  law  underwent  no 
change,  farther  than  as  the  warrant  might  please  the 
[>arty  in  a  new  situation. 

"  Now,  with  regard  to  the  declaration  in  1 805,  which 
related  to  matters  not  in  the  statute,  although  I  mi^ 
go  one  step  further  and  alledge,  that  even  the  23th  of 
the  King,  in  no  clause  of  it,  lays  down  any  direct  or  po« 
eitive  pnnciple  on  the  subject ;  however,  all  I  mean  to 
Mate  is^  that  there  was  no  objection  to  the  use  of  the 
^MKiey,  and  that  these  statuteahle  provisions,  do  not  pur* 
{Mirt  to  take  up  these  regulations,  but  on  the  contrary  left 
<^e  htw  on  this  subject,  as  it  stood  before. 
.  ^*^y  the  declaration  of  1805,  I  refer  to  what  the  no- 
'  Ue  defendant  said  in  the  House  of  Commons,  when  be 
^acknowledged,  that  he  felt  himself  bound  by  motives  of 
public  doty,  as  well  as  private  honor  and  personal  coo* 
venience  to  conceal  the  application  of  the  .1 0,000 K  The 
factBppears  to  be,  that  there  was  a  balance  wanted  for 
the  public  service;  and  it  further  appears,  that  not  a 
farthing  of  it  was  wanting  from  that  period  down  to  the 
Mme  when  the  whole  of  it  was  repaid.  .  It  was  not  only 
«<liiey  which  was.not  wanted ;  but  ft  was  money  which 
would  not  be  wanted,  as  appears  by  the  evidence.  The 
^K -Treasurer  was  liable  to  be  called  upon^  but  at  what 
period,  ts  immaterial  It  was  added,  that  by  the  con- 
ftant  usage  of  the  office^  until  the  accounts  were  cast  up, 
the  balances  were  not  paid:  I  have  shewn  it  was  the 
uwge;  it  was  so  from  the  year  17^5  to  17S1,  during 
all  which  time,  the  balances  were  with  a  iioble  family,  ta 
whiclt  I  have  deferred,  and  it  was  expressly  stated,  that 
tbey  had  a  right  to  retain  them  until  they  were  regularly 
passed.  The  accountant  is  left  to  pass  his  accouatsia 
the  ordinary  course,  and  wheti  he  has  done  so  ttnd  not 
before,  the  balances  are  paid. 
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'*  Then  what  was  the  fact  with  respect  to  the  10,0001  ^ 
It  stood  in  this  pi?edicameiU.  The  Ex-Treasurer  was 
the  debtor  for  it,  hut  he  was  under  no  obligation  legal, 
moral,  conventional,  or  otherwise,  with  respect  to  the. 
place  where  it  should  be  kept.  He  might  have  put  it  in 
his  drawer,  he  was  under  no  engagement  whatever  re- 
specting it,  but  what  appeared  on  the. face,  or  the  con< 
struction  of  the  warrant. 

**  I  deny  farther,  that  the  compact  entered  ;nto,  im- 
posed any  such  obligation.  In  case  of  the  transfer  of 
an  annuity,  upon  a  condition  implied,  or  expressed,  the 
violation  of  the  condition,  if  it  be  a  grant  from  the  crown, 
subjects  the  party  to  the  forfeiture  of  his  civil  right,  and 
expQses  him  to  civil  consequences.  In  the  case  of  a  pri* 
vate  individual,  the  breach  of  a  condition  creates  no 
crime.  But  I  do  not  mean  lo  go  the  length  of  say- 
ing, that  in  some  instances  it  may  not ;  all  I  assert  ia^ 
that  the  obligation  does  not  necessarily  have  this  effect. 

"  But  the  warrant,  whatever  njay  be  the  condition,  is 
only  co-extensive  with  the  office,  and  cannot  be  referable 
to  the  ex-treasurer ;  and  such  was  precisely  the  situation 
with  respect  to  this  balance,  for  the  noble  person  was 
then  perfectly  independent,^  and  sustained  no  character 
like  that  of  servant  to  the  crown,  or  the  public.  But 
this  independence  did  not  relieve  him  from  the  claim; 
he  was  liable  at  all  times  to  pay  the  money  when  it  was 
called  for,  according  to  the. regular  coui  se  of  office  ;  and 
if,  when  so  applied  for,  he  refused  to  satisfy  the  demand, 
he  would  h^^ve  been  guilty  of  a  manifest  violation  of 
duty.  But  that  is  not  the  present  case,  for  when  called 
upon,  he  paid  off  the  balance.  Yet  before  your  lord- 
ships he  is  required,  not  to  render  an  account,  not  to 
discharge  his  balances,  but  to  answer  a  criminal  charcre 
for  having  made  a  corrupt  use  of  the  money.  In  what  a 
diflferenf  situation  are  we  thus  placed  from  an  indivi- 
dual, who  is  called  upon  by  another,  to  answer  for  a  ci- 
Til  right. 

'*  But  his  lordship,  in  his  declaration  in  the  Commons, 
Would  not  disclose  how  he  had  applied  this  money.  On 
this  subject  he  was  silent.  Was  it  ever  heard  of  in  this 
couotrv,  that  a  man  was  criminal  for  being  silent?  Is  he 
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for  ibis  responsible  }  If  this  be  the  nature  and  extent  of 
bis  offence,  his  lordship  is  perfectly  safe  in  your  liands. 
He  said  in  terms,  that  on  this  subject,  he  would  make 
no  communication.  Wc  are  told,  that  the  greatest  pri- 
vilege they  enjoy  in  this  sanctuary  of  liberty,  is  freedom 
of  speech,  and  when  Lord  Melville  is  brought  thirhcr 
jupoQ  his  defence,  -do  they  mean'to  attach  his  words? 

"  What  is  the  conduct  of  every  court  when  a  man  is 
brought  before  it,  charged  with  the  highest  crimes  ;  tvhat 
is  the  conduct  of  every  humane  magistrate  in  the  king- 
dom ?  TTiey  say  to  the  accused,  '  y  ou  are  allowed  to 
say  what  you  please,  but  it  will  be,  perhaps  more  dis- 
creet that  you  say  nothing.  If,  after  this  caution,  you  saj 
,  any  thing  voluntarily,  it  shall  he  noted  down.'  ♦ 

'^  But  since  the  constitution  was  established,  did  it  ever 
enter  into  the  head  of  any  man  in  England,  that  the  per- 
son accused  should  not  be  permitted  to  exercise  his  own 
prudence  in  the  confession  be  should  make. 

"  Of  what  has  this  noble  defendant  been  guilty  ?  They 
may  say  on  tliis  occasion  he  was  thoughtless  and  inatten- 
tive; but  is  he  for  this  to  be  indicted  for  high  crimes  and 
misdemeanours  ?  What  he  told  you  was  perfectly  volun^ 
tary;  to  communicate,  or  to  withhold  communications, 
he  was  asvfree  as  any  subject  in  his  Mnjesty*s  dominions, 
and  what  he  said  cannot  be  an  indictable  offence  in  anj 
court  within  the  realm. 

**  Why  was  he  silent — to  protect  himself  ?-^No,  for 
his  concealment  was  no  crime.  But  \Vhat  was  his  mo- 
tive ? — My  fords,  the  motive  speaks  strongly  to  eveiy 
British  heart.  He  tells  you  why  he  was  silent ;  because 
he  was  constrained  to  be  so,  from  motives  of  public 
duty,  private  honour,  and  jicrsonal  convenience.  Can 
the  most  malicious  ingenuity  discern  any  guilt  in  such 
motives  ?  His  lordship  distinctly  says,  that  he  iias  not 
applied  the  money  to  any  corrupt  purposes,  but  he  ab- 
stains from  discovering  t!ie  precise  direction  of  tlie  moiiq, 
from  motives  which  are,  and  must  be,  obligatory  opoa 
every  honourable  mind. 

**  But  they  say — why  conceal  it,  if  the  applicatioo  be 
justifiable? — Why  not  speak  out? — I  will  sugtrcst  thi^ 
and  the  other,  and  a  thousand  corrupt  motived  if  voo 
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mil  ngt  prodaim  it  If  you  preserve  \lm  UidturmtTv 
our  suggestions,  and  your  silence^  without  proof  (ob« 
serve,  my  lords),  }>hall  substantiate  tbesa  charges. 

'^  My  lords,  the  intelligent  mind  of  the  noble  defendt 
aot  perceived  the  delicacy  of  his  situation*  It  wm 
severe,  it  was  bard,  it  was  perilous.  Ue  was  aware  of 
tbe  obloquy  to  which  he  should  be  exposed,  of  the  9ua* 
picions  which  his  silence  would  engender.  He  kneit 
that  the  concealment  of  what  he  was  bound  in  bonotMT 
not  to  reveal  would  render  him  liable  to  great. embar* 
ras&cuent,  but  he  was  willing  tci  encounter  all  these  con- 
sequences, and  preserve  his  integrity. 

'*  A  sum  of  4O,O00A  de^Qi^Qto  a  peculiar  purpose^ 
lately  attracted  the  attention  of  f^arliauient  The  evils 
which  would  have  resulted  from  the  disclosure  of  that 
transaction,  at  the  time  when  it  took  place,  have  beea 
jsbewn.  This  is  one  of  those  occasions  in  which  a  great 
and  illustrious  statesman,  now  no  more,  deemed  secrecy 
necessai-y  in  common  with  the  noble  defendai^t.  Sup* 
posing  circumstances  had  rendered  the  per^ptuity  Qf  the 
secret  expedient,  would  the  noble  defendant  have  be* 
trayed  tbe  cause  in  the  dcfeuce  of  which  he  boldly  stood 
foi'ward  with  his  departed  friend  ;  would  lie  not  rather 
carry  the  secret  with  him  to  the  grave,  and  expia}e  in  his 
own  person  the  imputed  crime? 

'^-  What  was  insinuated  >«itb  respect  to  that  sum,  has 
been  transferred  to  the  present,  and  it  has  been  said,  that 
it  was  gone  to  Scotland  to  buy  boroughs^  It  was  easy  to 
invent  and  to  conjecture,  but*  the  disciosut'e  regarding 
die  40,0(X}/.  has  shewn  the  absurdity  of  all  this  indul- 
gence of  a  heated  imagination. 

'*  On  an  occasion. of  this  kind,  I  may  appeal  to  your 
lordships  with  peculiar  conddence  and  satisfaction.  Will 
any  one  of  you  say,  that  there  is  ground  for  suspecting 
that  this  money  was  not  applied  to  a  meritorious  purpose 
by  tbe  noble  defendant,-  sustaining  a  great  public  charuc** 
ter,  placed  in  a  lofty  situation,  ardent  for  tlie  public 
goody  and  at  a  moment  when  the  country  was  filled  with 
domestic  enemies,  when  the  safety  of  the  state  was  so 
critical,  that  there  was  a  necessity  for  great  liberality, 
as  well  as  consummate  wisdom,  in  the  conduct  of  the 
extensive  government ;  and,  I  trust,  I  may  justly  add<, 
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that  to  bis  personal  exertions  in  a  great  degree  may  be 
attributed  the  security  of  the  British  empire. 

"  I  have  .said,  that  it  is  as  easy  to  suggest  honorable  as 
disgraceful  motives,  and,  myXords,  at  least  in  a  criminal 
coiTt  you  Will  consider  suggestions  by  the  accused  to  have 
equal  verisimilitude  with  those  of  the  accusers-  It  can- 
not be  a  crime  to  apply  money  to  an  unknown  purpose, 
because  an  unknown  purpose  cannot  he  construed  into 
a  corrupt  purpose  and  the  corruption  constitutes  the 
offence. 

**  But,  my  Lords,  is  it  criminal  to  apply  the  money 
to  any  but  a  naval  purpose?  This  cannot  be  contended 
on  the  footing  of  a  warrant;  it  must  be  argued  upon  the 
general  principles  of  common  law,  which  are  obligatory 
upon  all.  Do  they  mean  Jo  affirm,  that  to  apply  it  to 
any  other  than  a  naval  purpose  is  a  violation  of  the  Act, 
and  that  it  was  not  competent  to  theTreasurer  tbereSforeto 
do  so  ?  I  have  broadly  maintained,  that  prior  lo  the  ad, 
■while  it  was  in  the  custody  of  theTreasurer  of  the  Navy 
and  not  required  for  public  service,  he  might  devote  it, 
at  all  limes,  and  under  all  circumstances,  to  his  private 
use,  if  he  were  ready  to  return  it  to  answer  the  exigencies 
of  the  state. 

"  I  shall  now  consider  a  little  the  coiTupt  purpose 
attributed  to  the  nohle  defendant.  What  evidence  is 
there  upon  this  part  of  the  case  ?  Not  a  tittle  of  evidence. 
'J  he  only  testimony  which  bears  at  all  upon  the  question, 
is  that  of  Mr.  Trotter,  and  that  of  the  honorable  manager, 
to  which  I  sHkll  advert  in  its  order. 

"With  regard  to  Mr.  Trotter,  he  has  proved  nothing, 
but  that  he  had  the  balance  in  his  hands. — -Did  Lord 
Melville  know  that  his  Paymaster  applied  it  to  any  pri- 
vate purpose? — The  witness  says  distinctly,  that  Lord 
Melville  was  unacquainted  with  his  employment  of  it 

**  In  respect  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Wliiibread,  I  am 
under  some  difficulty  :  not  at  all  from  the  bearing  of  the 
testimony,  but  because  he  alternately  appears  in  ibe 
character  of  witness  and  m3nawr,  and  dividing  himself 
between  the  two,  I  hardly  kn6w  to  which  to  address  my- 
self. This  intcrchanne  may  however  be  a  sort  of  comi- 
terpoisc  to  the  transmutations  on  i\\e  other  side,  from 
Mr.  Dundas  to  Henry  Dundas,  the  Right  HonoraW« 
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Henry  Dandas,  or  any  other  appellatiTes  by  Ti4iicb  the 
noble  defendant  was  distinguished. 

*•  Mr.  Whitbread  says,  (for  I  shall  now  endeavor  i^ 
speak  of  bim  in  his  character  of  witness),  that  what  he 
cieposed  w^as  the  result  of  his  impressions,  when  he  was 
listening  to  Lord  Melville,  for  the  purpose  of  answering 
him.  He  was  not  attending  to  the  mere  facts,  but  was 
watching  with  the  design  to  accuse.  These  evanescent 
impressions  were  blended  with  the  feelings  and  passions 
of  his  mind.  Supposing  only  a  laudable  zeal  in  Xtit 
honorable  manager,  be  w*ould  not  be  precisely  the  wiv- 
ness  whose  evidence  you  would  consider  most  satisfactory. 
We  were  led  to  expect,  indeed,  that  we  should  have  had 
«ome  written  testimony,  but  the  whole  of  the  case  rests 
upon  a  single  unsupported  diction  of  the  honorable 
manager^ 

^  *^  I  sought  a  little  further  confirmation,  but  it  was  in 
vain,  the  honorable  manager  had  not  brought  his  notes 
with  him,  he  did  not  know  where  to  find  them,  and  if  be 
could  have  found  them,  he  should  not  bave  undersood 
them,  for  they  were  made  in  the  hurry  of  a  moment  for 
a  particular  purpose.  Mr.  Whitbread,  however  ex- 
pressly stated  before  your  Lordships,  that  tlie  noble  de» 
fendant  in  the  same  breath  declared,  tfiat  he  never  had  - 
derived  any  advantage  or  emolument  from  the  use  of  the 
public  monies, 

*'  Then  the  corruption  charged  is  positively  disproved 
by  two  witnesses,  and  I  am  sure,  my  Lords,  that  I  need 
not  add,  that  it  would  afford  to  this  court  abundant  satis* 
faction  if  any  collateral  confirmatory  evidence  should 
strengthen  this  part  of  our  case*  You  know  something, 
my  Lords,  of  the  industry  which  has  been  employed, 
and  of  the  activity  that  has  been  directed  in  the  Support 
of  this  prosecution.  Months  after  months  have  been  en- 
gaged in  ransacking  every,  corner  of  the  kingdom,  and 
every  letter,  and  copy  of  a  letter  wthich  lias  been  writcn 
to,  or  by  the  defendant ;  all  the  papery  in  the  great  pub- 
lic offices  have  been  deranged  and  inspected,  even  the 
garrets  of  widows  and  orphans  have  been  plundered,  and 
this  honorable  manager  has  added  a  third  character  t6 
those  of  manager  and  witness,  and  has  transformed  him* 
self  into  a  box  porter.    And,  my  Lords,  what  is  the  re^ 
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•iih  of  all  this  enthusiastic  ^al  and  iodefiligable  exer- 
tion ?  They  are.  not  able  to  pi^duce  an  atom  of  proof 
that  any  pubUc  itii6i[iey  was  employed  by  Lord  Melville, 
or  that  by  the  ase  of  it,  iris  fortune  had  been  augmented 
a  single  sbiUtng.  What,  not  after  having  stripped  faitti 
bare  to  the  bone,  after  having  turtied  every  farining  bt 
bad  in  the  world,  looked  at  every  figure  in  bis  account^ 
iifted.  every  thing  to  tbe.bran ;  after  all  thisi  Can  they  dk- 
cover  Dothing  converted  to  his  private  advantage  I  What 
is  the  inevitable  conclusion  from  all  this,  but  that  nothing 
uras  so  employed  for  his  private  use,  all  was  directed  te 
public  purposes^  and  there  is  an  end  of  the  case. 

*^  The  honorable  and  learned  manager  (Sir  Samuel 
Romilly)  telb  us,  that  at  the  titne  when  the  other  charges 
were  framed^  the  gronnds  of  the  tenth  article  were  not 
known.  He  says  that  it  was  only  from  the  extreme  desire 
of  fairness  to  apprise  the  noble  defendant  of  the  precise 
Subjects  of  the  charges,  that  this  waa  prepared,  and  whea 
reduced  into  the  form  in  which  it  now  appears,  he  weald 
know  precisely  those  parts  of  his  conduct  which  he  bad 
to  defend, 

''I  am  afVaid  it  will  be  discovered  thai  the  learned 
and  honoraUe  manager  from  the  benevolent^  of  his  owa 
personal  feelings  has  a  little  mistaken  the  matter,  and 
tbat.the  motive  of  this  additional  ariicle  was  some  defi- 
ciency in  the  general  charges,  and  not  that  pure  humane 
principle  to  which  he  has  attributed  it.  Although  I  iim 
disposed  10  be  thankful  for  any  Concessions  made  to  the 
noble  defendant,  yet  this  ciixumstance  at  least,  has  not 
tOoduced  to  supply  my  mitid  with  impressions  of  grati<> 
tude.  This  is  a  sort  of  candour  and  fairness  with  which 
1  sliooid  gladly  have  dispensed.  Lord  Melville  might 
have  had  a  notice  of  the  intention,  without  being  required 
to  sustain  the  weight  of  this  heavy  charge,  if  this  can* 
dour  and  fairness  was  the  only  o^eet.  We  iiave  a  new 
construction  of  the  terms  candour  and  fairnessi,  if  tliese 
be  applicable  to  the  act  of  giving  to  the  accused  an  addi* 
iional  cbai*ge  to  repel. 

^'  fiut  let  us  see  for  A  moment,  what  assistance  the 
noble  (ktfendant  is  to  receive  from  the  terms  of  this  arti- 
cle. One  facility  afforded  him  would  be  to  state  the 
particular  time  whet^ •  the  ofience  was  committed;  the 
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day;  hour,  and  t!ie  like.     How  is  it  distinguished  here? 

It  is  stated  to  be  ffom  the  19th  of  August,  1782,  and 

from  the  5th  of  January,  1784,  and  then  again,  from  the 

latter  date  to  the  same  month  in  the  year  1786     It  seems 

calculated  to  confound  all  dates,  instead  of  ascertaining; 

the  period  when  any  particular  offence  was  committed. 

The  same  obscurity  occurs  with  respect  to  the  sums,  the 

taking  of  which  constituted  the  offence.     We  might,  I 

think,  have  had  a  more  specific  explanation  if  candour 

and  fairness  were  the  object.     This  candour  and  fairnes$ 

is  not  employed   to  ascertain  the  dates  and  ^  limit  the 

amounts,  but  it  extends  to  both  the  one  and  the  other. 

In  fact,  ^he  article  makes  the  defence  more  obscure  and 

confused  than  it  was  before  j- and  whether  the  defendant 

be  a  Treasurer,  or  an  Ex -Treasurer,  all  is  dark  and  con-« 

founded.    The  Kigbt  Honourable  Henry  Dundas  went 

out  of  office  in  1783,  and  was  Ex -Treasurer  for  the  term 

of  nine  months,  and  the  article  charges,  that  he  took  mo^ 

nies  with   him  either  as   Treasurer,   or    Ex-Treasurer* 

AVhich  is  it?  *  Find  it  out,  I'll  not  tell  you,'  says  candour 

and  fairness;  and  the  same  fairness  and  candour, attended 

with  the    same    uncertainty,  proceeds  throughout  the 

charge. 

"  I  have  already  said/ my  lords,  that  the  condition  of 
the  warrant  can  apply  only  to  the  time  when  his  lordship 
was  in  office :  and  I  will  suppose,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
•ment,  that  during  his  ex-treasurersbip  he  made  private 
use  of  the  official  money:  it  is  quite  clear,  that  then  he 
could  not^e  under  the  general  obligation  implied  under 
the  warrant:  I  am  sure,  my  lords,  you  must  see  the  ex* 
treme  difficulty  to  which  this  defence  is  exposed,  in  con- 
Mquence  of  the  looseness,  irregularity,  and  want  of  pre- 
cision in  the  term^  of  the  charge. 

"  Then,  with  respect  to  the  arithmetical  evidence^ 
what  does  it  ail  come  to?  It  brings  you  to  four  things. 
With  respect  to  all  these,  what  is  the  final  result?  He  is 
diar&^ed  with  dabbling  in  the  public  monies,  and  <tm- 
ploymg  them  for  his  private  use. 

"  I  would  ask  of  your  jordships,  if  there  ever  was  such 
a  charge  adduced  in  any  place  of  jurisprudence,  civil  or 
criminal  at  the  distance  of  twenty-four  years? 

"  /  shall  not,  my  lords,  travel  through  a\V  V\k^  ^N\^«iC^ 
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which  applies  sokly  to  the  transit  of  the  nionies^  from 
place  to  place,  and  not  refer  him  to  any  particular  d^po* 
si?ary  private  or  pubhc;  as  in  the  hands  of  Messrs  Muir 
and  Atkinson,  and  its  passage  from  thence  to  the  different 
Situations  into  which  it  has  been  pursued.  Neither  need 
1  speak  to  the  accounts  in  the  Bank,  under  the  different 
lieads:  and  if  they  had  proved  the  10,0001.,  or  any  sum 
of  this  kind,  it  would  not  have  supported  them  an  iota 
ip  their  pretensions ;  the  whole  is  founded  upon  this  pro- 
vision 'f  that  there  was  an  obligation  at  that  time,  to  keep 
the  money  in  the  Bank,  and  in  a  particular  mode,  viz. 
under  oneiiead,  w-thout  being  transferred  to  another. 

"  The  whole  evidence  upon  which  your  time  has  been 
occupied  so  many  days,  shifting  the  scene  between  Scot- 
land and  London,  Threadneedle-Street,  the  Strand,  and 
Charing-Cross,  I  contend  was  irrelevant;  the  whole  mo- 
ney might  have  been  with  Muir  and  Atkinson,  or  with 
any  private  individual,  and  thus  easily  can  I  dispose  of 
this  transfer  from  house  to  house,  which  supplies  volumes 
on  your  minutes.  An  ex-treasurer  cannot  hand  the  ba^ 
lance  over  to  the  treasurer  of  the  office,  or  if  he  sustain. 
both  character  of  treasurer  and  ex-treasurer,  he  cannot 
transfer  his  balance  so  as  to  make  him  discharged  from 
responsibility  in  one  character  and  not  in  the  other. 

"  1  must  express  my  astonishment  at  the  honourable 
managers,  that  with  their  acumen,  and  general  know- 
ledge, they  should  so.frequently  have  confounded  things 
perfectly  distinct,  and  have  supposed,  that  an  account 
with  the  Bank  of  England  was  necessarily  a  public  ac- 
count. Any  individual  may  keep  an  account  at  the 
Bank,  and  all  this  was  as  innocent  as.  transferring  the 
money  from  drawer  to  drawer;  it  was  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Paymaster,  who  was  managing  all  their  busi- 
ness, and  who  was  competent  to  keep  it,  either  in  the 
one  place,  or  in  the  other. 

*•  If  now'l  have  made  myself  intelligible  upon  this  sub- 
ject, 1  beg  your  lordships  to  observe,  that  it  applies  td^ 
the  whole  of  the  evidence.  All  this  is  nothing  more  than 
the  history  of  the  carriage  under  ^different  circumstances ; 
if  the  deposit  here  or  there  were  prudejit  or  not  is  not  the: 
enquiry  j  it  is  enough  for  me  to  siate,  that  there  is  not  a. 
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♦ver  derived  from  such' transfer  from  place  to  place,' and 
it  is  only  corrupt  emokimeht  which  constitutes  the  gtiilt; 
If  there  be  the  abi)eflK:eof  all  prdbf,  yotir  lordships  cannot 
supply  tt«  and  this  part  of  the  charge  is  disposed  of. 
'  "  This  then,  carries  lis  back  to  the  year  1782,  and 
here,  the  whole  will  depend  upon  what  is  taken  from  thd 
Exchequer,  and  conveyed  into  Messrs  Drummond% 
bank;  and  I  am  tdd^  that  I  shall  not  be  able  to  give  to 
four  lordships  any  answer  to  this  part  of  the  case,  and 
that  the  charge  of  corruption  against  Lord  MelvHle  in 
this  particular  is  indisputable.  Notwithstanding  this 
confidence,  ]  am  convinced  that  your  I6rd«hip»  will  not 
consider  that  the  noble  defendant  merited  *  this  bold  ac*^ 
Cusatiofi.  ' 

**  Do  you  believef  that  Lord  Melville  has  made  private 
use  of  the  money?  Why  are  you  to  give  credit  to  this  J 
Because  he  is  not  at>le,  after  the  expiration  of  twenty-fbgr 
years,  occupied  as  his  mind  has  been  during  the  whole 
period  by  the  great  affairs  of  state;  to  explain  from  me* 
niory  the  particulars  of  these  transactions.^  At  no  period 
of  his  life  was  he  in  the  habit  of  attending  to  such  busi^ 
iDess;  his  understanding  was  not  adapted  to  it ;  his  mind 
was  completely  filled  with  the  concerns  of  empire,  where 
abundant  exercise  was  given  to  the  extraordinary  energies 
of  his  nature,  i  put  it  for  your  lordships,  if  you  wilt 
condemn  this  defendant  because  he  cannot  explain  two 
items  of  account  of  lOOOl.  each,  after  the  lapse  of  nearly 
a  (quarter  of  a  century. 

•*  What  is  the  testimony  ?  When  the  witnesses  were 
called,  they  were  asked^  *'  Have  you  any  recollection  of 
thf  buistness,  so  that  you  can  trace  on  your  memory  any 
rational  and •  consistent  account  of  the  transaction?  To 
this,  no  satisfactory  answer  is  given,  your  lordships  are 
not  at  all  informed  if  Mr.  Douglas  did  carry  the  money 
to  Drummond's ;  no  witness  can  explain  it,  and  when 
tijey  are  in  the  box,  they  tell  you  that  there  is  no  (>ossibi« 
lity  of  their  having  any  remembrance  on  the  subject. 

•*  What  is  the  use  that  is  made  of  this  sort  of  testi- 
mony? Why  they  say,  that' unless  we  can  explain  what 
their  own  witnesses  cannot  explain,  what  no  tain  living 
can  explain,  then  we  are  guilty, 
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^'  H;-  lQr:d$|.j4)ejr4K4tne»s  .ia  df  »d  and  goifife:.,^bd  bow 
9»nthAy  supply J:\^^  deBoienfjy.pf  eviclejjce  by  OH^jeictui^ 
with  auy  sviccess  before  )ipur  •)ord&bip»  ? 
•  '^  Then;  what,i$)^|[to  strong  tjtnptatioD  W'hich  ipfiucnc/ed 
the  mind  pf  the  npbfe  defendant;  thus  to  surrender  hU- 
fonscien^^  and  his  honour  r  Forjhe  purpose  of  saving  a 
miserable  pittance  of  interest,  for  the  very  short  period 
during  which  thi|^  account  was  ovejdrawn. 

"  The  account  with  the  bankers,  I  believe,  was  not 
in^erdrafvp  pntil  June  178^^  ^Je&srs  prunvmonds  then 
^nt  a  noti,Ci?»  according  to  tl;ie  regular  custom  of  the 
jiouse,  that  theaccoupt  was  so  overdrawn.  Thp  t>vo  cn- 
Iries  which  immediately  follow  the  notice  of  this  excess 
pn  the  debtpr'ir  si^e  against  Lord  Melville^  I  am  sure 
were  overlooked  by  the  honourable  managers,  or  ^he  they 
i2vou)d  not  haye  insisted  with  so  much  triuinph  on  this 
part  of  thjsir  case.  As  early  as  could  be  likely  to  be  con^ 
venient  after  the  notice,  viz.  in  October  following,.  Lord 
Melville  made  a  remittance,  which  appears  in  the  sitU" 
^ion  I  b^vp  stated  in  the  account  of  Messrs  Drumrnonds, 
The  whole  sum  to  his  lordship  s  credit  is  5,600].,  com* 
posed  of  two  remittances  from  Scotland,  the  one  for 
SOOQl.,  ^he.ot,her  for  S,600l.  Would  it  be  believed  by 
aay.pierson  at^pU  conversant  in  the  ordinary  afiairs  of 
piankjndy  ^hat  Lord  Melville,  such  as  I  have  described 
^im,apd  possessing  the  qualities  which  the  bounty  of 
pature  and  the  advantages  of  education  have  given  him, 
would  put  his  hand  into  the  public  purse  for  such  a  poor 
compensation,  when  he  had  these  resources  to  3upply  the 
trifling  deficiency  of  his  banker.     . 

"  it,  is  in  evidence  on  the  trial,  that  there  were  ira«» 
inense  balances  which  were  not  vvanted  for  the  purposes 
of  office^  of  which  he  never  availed  himself,  and  is  not 
this. the  most  decided  proof  of  his  innocence,  as  to  a 
cfime  of  this  nature,  that  can  be  adduced  in  a  court  of 
justice?    . 

f'  ^f  he  had  brought  his  mind  to  that  state  of  degrada? 
tion  which  leads  it  to  seek  its  delight  in  lucre,  he  ^ould 
Jbave  dealt  largely  with  the  public  inoney  ^  he  would  not 
Jiave  soljd  his  publip  fame,  the  idol  pf  his  existence^  to 
pick  up  minute  sum^  oiinterest  at  a  banker's. 

*'  Can  it  be  denied)  that  the  payqiepi  pf  $,600].  into 


tte  Ifeatii^  (i  ith  araifing  myself  of  tHii  bMld^rtce^bf  tHe 
prosecution)  I  say  the  payitient  of  this  sum,  ^i^hemft  mmgi 
riot  required,  negaHves' ail  I  hfear  of  corruption  ?  It'W«' 
not  necessary  that  he  shoirfd  have  paid  this  large  sUm^: 
Whiitddes  he  do  to  mtlk^  this  voluntary  payments  He 
goes  to  Scotland,  takes  up  his  private  money,  whichThat 
musi  have  done  at  a  cJonsideraWe  loss,  and'  he  resorts  ta. 
this  in  piefefertce  to  having  fecours^  to  the  puWic  pTO*i 
perty.    •     ■    •'  ''..•'.••;,. 

"  1  have  not  deemed  it  expedient  to  tiotitfe  sdme»partt 
df  the  evidence  which  went  intothe'identity  of  the  notes 
with  so  much  ostentation  as  if  we  were  trying  a  criminal 
here,  for  forgery  on  the  bank  of  England.  The  identity 
of  the  notes  proves  nothing.  Supposing  Mn  Dougtas, 
who  seems  to  have  been  the  person  who  received  Lord 

•  Melville's  money,  had  taken  up  an  amount  from  the  E»* 
chequer,  and  had  paid  a  part  of  it  into  Messrs.  Drum?* 
mond's  bank^  what  then?  why  might  he  not  pay  any  fcum 
into  Messrs.  Drummond*s,  on  account  of  Lord  Melviite^ 
as  agent  in  his  concerns?  What  does  the  identity  of  tlie 
note  prove?  It  only  shows  that  he  paid  a  particular  sum 
into 'Messrs.  Drummond's, ,  which  he  received  at  the 
Exchequer.  The  result  is  only  this,  that  there  was  a 
mixture  of  the  public  and  private  accounts  of  the  noble 
Jjovd,  but  it  furnishes  no  evidence  of  the  allegationvthat 
there  was  a  corrupt  intention  in  the  noble  lord.  This 
short  observation  will  convince  your  lordships,  that  the 
inference  drawn  by  the  honourable  and  learned  manager 
might  be,  and  was  extremely  incorrect,  and  will  tend 
to  this  negative  proof,  that  Lord  Melville  had  not  any 
advantage  of  the  public  money,  even  to  the  amount  of 
one  shilling.     Nor  would  the  charge  apply,  if  not  only 

,  one  shilling,  but  many  pounds  were  put  to  his  account 
for  his  bene6t,  if  it  should  appear  that  it  was  the  act  of 
others,  and  not  his  own,  and  without  his  knowledge  and 
consent,  it  will  be  sufficient  completely  to  exonerate  him. 
**  With  regard  to  the  concealment,  the  honourable  ma* 
nager  refers  to  a  case  in  chancery,  before  Lord  Eldbn» 
which  does  not  appear  to  me  to  apply  to  the  present. 
There,  when  Lord  Eldon  adverts  to  a  general  proposi- 
tion, he  says,  that  nothing  can  be  more  mischievous  than 
that  this  court;  at  the  end  of  eighteen  ot  nm^v^^w  ^ta^v 
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\ditn  fla  sccMint  l)as  been  fcept,  sliMMa^it  tlMt 
giilttr  ikH:an>eiH8  should  supply  ibe  pla^  of  regular  eiri-^ 
defice,:aif)d  ir  wa$  said^  a  filrict  hiind  would  be  held  oircf' 
pretensions  of  that  kind* 

f  Now  I  would  enquire,  at  the  distance  of  twentjrf 
fburiyjears,  ^fler  all  living  testimony  fs  laid  in  the  dast^ 
after  you  are  informed  tbpt  the  detailof  business  is  in  the> 
Pay  Blaster,  and  not  in  the  Treasur^r^  I  say,!  would  ask# 
after  all  this,  if  it  were  possible  upon  such  incoherent 
tcMimony,  that  your  lordships  would  pronousce  the 
judgment  for  which  fhey  contend.  I  am  confident,  that 
on  this  grave  occasion,  you  will  not  suppose  that  wu 
wfLfulness  which  was  mere  negligence* 

^  With  regard  to  the  continuance  of  the  balance  in 
hand  alfler  a  certain  time,  to  this,  (  do  not  know  that  it  is 
necessary  1  should  make  any  reply,  because,  if  the  ho^ 
Rourable  manager  who  opened  the  business  did  repie-* 
aetit  this  as  criminal,  the  honourable  and  learned  mana* 
ger  who  summed  up  the  evidence  did  not  venture  to  con^ 
firm  such  a  representdition. 

^  Upon  any  of  the  predecessors  of  Lord  Melville  there 
was  no  obligation  whatever  to  convey  the  money  to  the 
Sank,  and  it  was  the  same  with  his  lorddiip ;  there  w«^ 
-nothing  binding  with  respect  tp  the  place  le  which  the 
money  should  be  brought  previous  to  the  statute. 

^  My  lords,  after  this  general  view  of  the  feels  and  the 
evidence,  before  the  passing  of  the  act,  I  shall  next  draw 
your  attention  to  that  law  which  the  noble  defendant  is 
said  to  have  infringed*  My  lords,  in  order  to  improve 
the  &tory^  as  applied  to  Lord  Melville,  we  have  had  .a 
}oog  parliamentary  history  by  whom  it  was  brought  in, 
and  by  whom  it  was  carried  out,  and  I  confess,  this  is 
the  first  time  I  ever  beard  such  a  narrative  ia  suf^port  of 
a  criminal  proceeding, 

*^-  i  he  second  article  states,  that  *'  the  said  Henry 
Lord  Viscount  Melville,  disregarding  the  duli^  of  his 
.  said  ofHce,  and  in  breach  and  violation  of  the  s;ud  act  of 
parliament  fur  better  regulating  the  sanie,  did,  after  the 
'  passinj;  of  the  said  act,  and  while  the  said  Henry  Lord 
viscount  Melville  continued  tp  hold  and  enjtny  the.  said 
office,  connive  at,  and  permit  and  suffer  the  said  Alexan* 
^ier  Trotter  under,  and  by  yirtueof  the.  said  authority  so 


i/preMi4  Ul^gi^  tOt  diaw  ami  receiiTc  and  Ulos  frmifr 
g9V0jiior«nd  company*  of  the.  Btak  of  England  6mi 
er  purposes  than  tmmcdiate  apfpUcatton  toawy  s^ih 
e%  large  stioif  of  Qfion^y  frqiri  and  out  of -tbe  a^xiiiBit 
m^'  thtntisiKd  uata  the  6akl  govenior  and  companj^ 
the  ftinkot England  coi  acoooot  of  Che  said  Heoi^ 
rd  Viflcouot  Malvtlk  as  Treasurer  of  his  tti^j^^y> 
ry; , and  the  aajd  Henry  Lord  Vtsoount  Mdvilic  did 
inive  Mt  iMi  permit  aad  sufi^.lhe  «aid  AlcModec 
oAer  tQ.place  the  naid  las<:-ineq[tiot)ed  t^iimaiof  cnooeyi 
^^reat  part  tbercoif,  «o  iUegaliy  dravvip,  recetyed,  and 
Lea  by  hin)  from  the  governQr  ami  cooipany  of  tbe 
oIq  of  Stgland  as  aforesaid,  in  the  bandd  <»f  Messrs. 
iO09as;C0attSiBiid  Co.  the  private  baoJbefSi.ia  Ma  onilii 
nie^aad/siibjeet.to  hi$  own  controul  and  disposition i 
whipb  ^eoiKdiict.  of  the  saidHemyiiord  Visc«*«it  MeJr 
le  was  contrary  to  the  duty  of  his  said  ofiice,.af)d  # 
each  of  the  high  Irust  reposed;  in  him  and  a.  vioJaiioo 
tbe  laws  and  statutes  of  the  realm/  •  t  >  . 
f 'iieie  arem^tteTiS  noticed  not  in  the  act  itself  but  re- 
tting from  t4ieir /construction  of  the  ac««  Tbis  charge 
plies  to  ^ho  hare  transfer,  not  stating  that  it  was  done 
'  i:onrupl  piirfioses,  not  even  for  private  purposes^  bui 
rrely,  for  other  than  n^val  purposes^  The  objection 
that  the  money  was  carried  elsewhere  before  it  reachf* 
its  destined  object  for  navnl  purposes,  although  it  was 
Coutts!s  for  naval  purposes,  although  in  the  iron  chest 
:  such  purpose/s^  yet  the  not  having  it  at  the  place  of  de« 
^sit.  here  specified  is  declared  to  be  a  high  crime  and 
isdcmeanor,  and  an  act  contrary  to  law  under  this  parti* 
lular  statute. 

^'  N0W9  nty  Lords,  with  great  deference  this  position  I 
^ny*  I  deny  the  inference  drawr^  and  the  construction 
the  statnte  tq  be  correct.  The  noble  defendant  has  suf- 
red  a  great  deal  of  popular  clamor,  that  he,  the  author 
'  this  act  one  day,  should  be  the  the  breaker  of  it  the 
rxt :  that  he  who  carrijed  tbe  reform  into  parliamentp 
d  not  also  carry  it  into  execution ;  and  we  have  heaid 
lich  of  the  public  disappointment  on  this  occasion. 
^*  het  us^  my  i^ords,  attentively  enquire  in  wl)at  manner 
$a  supposed  delinquent  has  violated  the  law.    Uti\t:%^ 


Ihaye«eatly  mistaken  the  acf^  in  eVeiy  cWii]^  W. 
word  of  it,  I  say  there  never  was  a  c^earer  case  ^an  this-* 
that  what  Lord  Melville  did,  wah  not  a  breaeh  either  of 
the  letter  or  of  the  spirit  of  the  law.  It  was  not  in  th^ 
least  opposed,  either  to  the  one,  or  to  the  other ;  and  yot 
you  are  called  upon  to  convict  Lord  Melville  under  V 
charge  of  its  infringemc^nt.  My  Lords,  if  the  cbnstrbc}^ 
lion  of  the  law,  given  by  the  honorable  n»anagers  be  ac^ 
curate^  and  if  1  may  presume  to  speak  on  a  breach  of  le»^ 
gislative  duty^  you  ought  ilot  to  delay  an  bbur,  fots  ought 
this  moment  to  repeal  it.  Nay  more,  this  act,  if  sudh  M 
the  meaning  of  it,  is  broken  every  day,  and  every  instant 
by  the  most  meritorious  ckss  of  men.  If  it  were  not 
violated,  public  business  could  not  go  on.  If  his  Lc^^ 
ship  had  recommended  to  the  parliament  such  a  statate 
as  they  suppose,  he  must  have  been  the  occasion  of  nh 
troducing  one  of  the  most  destructive  acts,  that  ever  dir« 
graced  its  annals. 

'^  In  observing  upon  this,  I^h^ll  abstain  from  what  it 
irrelevant,  or  from  the  consideration,  whether  Lord  Mel^ 
ville,  then  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  was,  or  was  not  the 
framerofthis  act?^hc  doctrine  upon  the  part  of  the 
prosecution  is,  that  there  is  but  one  plact  of  deposit  for 
the  public  money,  and  that  the  Bank  is  the  sole  place  of 
such  deposit.  This,  my  Lords,  is  the  language  to  the 
preamble  to  these  charges,  llie  construction  which  thfc 
act  can  correctly  receive,  proceeds  no  farther  Aan  thfe': 
that  the  money  should  issue  from  the  Bank  to  the  persotft 
who  may  be  credited  of  the  public.  It  could  never  Vk 
contended,  that  the  act  was  designed  to  authorise  the 
paymaster  to  have  money  in  his  custody,  stiM  less,  the 
subordinate  officers  to  have  such  money  in  their  hands, 
and  not  to  grant  the  same  permission  to  the  Treasurer. 
Tou  would  suppose,  that  the  parliament  was  less  doubt- 
ful of  the  fidelity  of  the  inferior  dependants,  than  of 
the  superior  officers ;  and  you  will  with  difficulty  sup- 
pose, that  the  intention  was,  to  give  an  advantage  to  the 
one,  which  it  denied  to  the  other.  It  could  not  be  said, 
that  the  restriction  should  be  upon  Lord  Melville  aiid 
the  Paymaster,  and  should  not  extend  to  the  menials  of 
the  office. 

^  •*My 
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^  My  hotiifk,  llie  question  is  simply  tbis :  i£  there  wat 
any  other  placeof  deposit  but  the  Bank,  atid  the  pocket 
of  the  public  creditor  i  or  it  there  ^was  some  intermediate 
place  of  custody. 

**  Now,  upon  the  face  of  theact,theretsnopreferahb 
place  of  private  deposit.  I  admit  that  there  is  no  such 
place  particularly  distinguished^  but  their  argument  is 
universal  and  unqualified,  and  ihey  say  there  is  no  such, 
place  at  all. 

^  Now  let  us  see  what  was  the  course  of  office  before 
the  act,  and  if  the  nature  of  the  duty  required  that  the 
$aine  should  be  continued.  If  no  alteration  was  m^de^ 
probably  the  true  construction  of  the  act  will  be  consis- 
tent with  the  course  of  office  which  existed  before.. 

••  The  course  of  office  was  this :  the  Treasurer  by  his 
Paymaster,  drew  for  money  to  raise  a  fund  to  be  distri- 
buted.amo.ng  different  persons.  For  example  ;  he  drew: 
on  the  Bank  for  10001.  that  sum  is  disposed  of,  500L  to 
pne^SQOl.  to  another,  2001.  to  a  third  exercising  his  dis- 
cretion, as  to  what  sums  he  thus  applied,  keeping  con« 
stantly  in  his  view  the  best  means  of  carrying  on  the  pub» 
Jic  service. 

*^  You  have  it  in  evidence,,  that  the  demands  were 
numerous,  and  it  appears,  that  in  January,  1785,  before 
the  act,  a  multiplicity  of  small  payments  below  nine  or  ten 
(ihilliogSy  were  daily  called  for.  They  were  applied  for 
by  sailors,  who  had  neglected  to  put  in  their  claim  at  the 
out-ports,  and  by  their  widows  and  families,  in  conse-' 
quence  of  the  wise  and  humane  regulations  made  by  the 
the  noble  defendant.  The  money  was  to  be  doled  out  to 
them  in  small  sums.  Now  we  will  suppose  that  all  these 
claimants,  from  day  to  day  are  to  be  sent  to  the  bank  to 
receive  payment :  that  is^  a  sailor,  his  wife,  widow,  or 
child,  were  to  receive  nine  or  ten  shillings,  or  .a  yet  more 
trifling  sum,  are  to  be  sent  to  the  Bank,  and  to  go  through 
the  various  checks  of  office  in  that  vast  establishment : 
for,  we  are  told,  that  the  same  particularity  is  preserved, 
.whether  the  sum  be  ten  shillings  or  ten  thousand  pounds^ 
The  sailor  then,  when  he  has  gained  admission  to  the 
office  at  Somerset  Place,  is  informed  they  have  no  money, 
but  they  say,  go  to  the  Bank,  and  take  this  draft.  The 
f^ior  would  reply,  '^{  shall  not  ^o  there,  I  cannot  tell. 

where 
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wbere  ft  is?'  Or,  if  he  sbeuki  fontke  Ms  aatOril  <^rac- 
ier,  and  become  a  man  of  business,  and  present  the  pite6 
of  paper  at  th^  Bank,  I  would  ask  of  the  honorable  ma- 
nagers, how  by  these  means,  the  payment  would  be  &• 
ciUtated? 

^  If  this  had  been  the  coarse  of  offite,  it  would  hav< 
been  wkoily  obstructed,  for  the  consequence  roust  hare 
been,  that  all  demiands  in  this  form,' below  twenty  sbiK* 
lings,  would  not  have  been  satisfied  at  all. 

•*  1  will  exj^lain  myself  by  referring  to  a  pliblicact  (hat 
is  now  iu  court,  and  which  renders  thismcdeof  paymeirf 
impossible.  On  inspecting  the  15  Geo.  III.  cap.  51| 
your  Lordships  will  find,  that  all  drafts  under  twenty  shiN 
lings,  are  prohibited  and  illegal.  Then  the  answer  to 
these  numerous  claimants  at  the  office  must  be,  ^  "We 
cannot  give  you  the  money,  because  we  must  not  break 
rtie  law.  You  are  not  to  be  paid  at  all,  because  all  pay* 
ments  from  this  office  must  be  m^de  from  the  Bank.^ 

•*  The  17  Geo.  III.  cap.  30.  extended  the  prohibkioa 
to  drafts  under  five  pounds.  My  Lords,  all  this  shews 
clearly,  that  it  could  not  be  the  intention  of  the  legislature 
to  pat  a  negative  upon  the  established  course  of  officei 
and  by  ordering  payments  froni  the  Bank  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, to  deprive  the  subject  of  bis  money  earned 
in  the  service  of  his  country. 

*^But  now,  as  to  the  words  of  the  act.  The  whole 
mistake  in  the  construction,  arises  from  not  attending  te 
the  distinction  t)etween  the  original  and  primary  place  of 
depoi^it,  and  the  place  of  continual  deport.  When  this 
act  is  fightly  understood,it  will  appear  one  of  the  most  be« 
neficial  legislations  on  the  statute  book,  both  in  the  spirit 
and  the  letter  extensively  conducitrg  to  the  public  good. 

*'  One  great  evil  before  the  parsing  of  the  act,  wai 
that  the  ihonies  were  transferred  to  persons  who  were  Ex- 
Treasurers,  and  who  were  consequently  under  no  legd 
obligations  of  office.  Besides  the  Ex-Treasurers  retained 
their  balances  for  a  long  time,  and  hence  it  became  an  im- 
portant object,  that  what  was  retaiaed  in  private  hands, 
should  be  returned  into  the  public  coffers. 

'*  Ariother  material  purpose  was,  to  prevent  the  issue 
of  public  fnoney  from  the  Treasury,  a  single  hour  before 
it  was  wanted.    The  Exchequer  should  receive  the  mor 
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ney,  as  soon  as  possible  from  the  individuals  who  were 
the  debtors  to  the  public/ and  when  so  deposited,  it 
should  not  be  drawn  out,  until  the  public  service  re^ 
quired  it. 

'•  Theje,  my  Lord,  were  the  wise  provisions  of  this 
statute ;  that  the  Ex-Treasurer  should  transfer  all  his  ba- 
lances and  pay  them  up,  and  that  the  money  should  not 
be  obtained  until  it  was  required  for  public  purposes;  in 
a  word^  that  all  the  amounts  should  be  officiali  not  per- 
sonal. ^  , 
'  "  Another  collateral  object  of  the  act  was,  to  dimi- 
nish the  balances  of  the  Treasurer,  by  not  permitting  him 
to  draw  until  the  appropriation  was  determined. 

"  Heretofore,  it  was  to  the  Treasurer  the  monies  were 
first  issued,  but  under  this  statute. primarily,  they  are  to 
*go  to  the  Bank,  from  whence  they  are  to  be  extracted 
by  certain  checks,  preventing  again  by  a  new  contri- 
vance, the  issue  of  more  money  than  the  service  required. 
The  act  said,  •  You,  the  Treasurer,  shall  not  be  permitted' 
to  take  the  sum  demanded,  without  stating  the  nature 
of  the  service  to  which  it  is  applicable/  Then  there  was 
a  farther  provision  which  regarded  the  controul  of  the 
office,  and  it  was  directed,  that,  *  When  you  have  got^ 
money  in  your  hands,  you  are  to  communicate  to  the 
Navy  Board  the  issue,  and  to  transmit  an  account  from 
month  to  month  to  the  same  authority ;  that  you  may 
never  have  balances  in  you  hands  unexplained/ 

"  All  this  is  for  the  purpose  of  regulating  the  primary 
issue  from  the  Exchequer  to  the  Bank :  and,  my  Lords,  I 
do  distinctly  admit  that  the  Bank  is  the  first  place  ofde* 
posit,  and  that  in  the  first  instance  the  money  must  be  de- 
livered there. 

"  But  what  afterwards  ?  The  Treasurers  are  to  draw 
upon  the  Bank,  but  they  are  not  required  to  send  all  the 
claimants  to  the  Bank  for  payment,  and  to  draw  only  in 
the  names  of  the  payers.  There  is  not  one  word  to  this 
effect,  not  a  syllable  in  the  act,  but  what  is  perfectly  con* 
sistent  with  the  nature  and  the  ends  of  the  office. 

**  1  will  now  enquire,  if  there  be,  or  be  not  a  right  in-    ' 
cident  to  the  Treasurer  of  dravving^upon  the  Bank.for  the 
public  service  ? 
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**  The  fourth  section  is  jthis,  *  And  be  it  enacte(}»  that 
the  Treasurer  ofnis  liis  Majesty*s  Navy,  for  the  time  be- 
ij)g,  by  himself,  the  person  or  persons  in  his  office 
duly  authorised  by  the  said  Treasurer,  from  and  after  the 
)8tday  of  July  1785,  shall  draw  upon  the  Qovernor  and 
Coiiip^ny  of  the  DanU  of  Elngland  for  aU  navy  services  H 
Whatever,  and  shall  specify  in  each  and  every  draft*  the 
bead  of  service  for  wnich  the  same  is  drawn ;  and  no  |t: 
draft  of  the  said  Treasurer,  or  the  person  or  persons  au- 
thorised as  aforesaid,  shall  be  deemed  a  sufficient  voucher 
to  the  said  Governor  and  Cvompany  of  the  Bank  of  £ng- 
J^nd,  unless  the  same  specifies  the  head  of  service  fur 
which  it  is  drawn,  and  has  been  actually  paid  by  the 
8,aid  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England. 

**  By  this  section,  my  I^ords,  the  Treasurer^  or  his  at* 
torney,  is  to  draw  and  th^  head  of  service  is  to  be  speci-^ 
fied.  This  clause  refers  evidently  to  the  exis^ting  coMrte 
of  office  5  and  it  appears  to  qne^  no  words  can  be  inoie 
qlear^  and  no  meaning  can  be  more  obvious.  What  It 
c)oe$  it  convey  ?  The  course  of  office,  by  means  of  drafts  It 
Qn  the  Bank-  Drafts  in  favour  of  whom,  or  what  ?  Of  |i 
^n  individual  ?  No,  it;  is  p,ot  so  stated,  drafts  in  favor  of 
^  head  of  service.  '  And  shall  specify  in  each  and  eveiy 
draft,  the  head  of  service  for  which  the  same  is  drawn.' 
It  was  not^  and  it  ^ould  pot  be  intended,  that  drafts 
should  b^  drawn  in  favour  of  private  individuals.  There 
is  no  limitation,  but  it  must  specify  the  head  of  service. 

^'1  believe,  my  Lords^  you  will  find  these  observations 
incontestible,  when  you  compare  this  very  act  with  a 
modern  one,  in   which  the  legialature  intended  to  'iror 

Sose  a  restriction,  or  to  deprive  the  party  of  the  power  of 
rawing  in  the  aggregate,  and  to  prescribe  to  him  a  par- 
ticular plan.  I  refer  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Oidnance, 
with  whom  they  have  distinctly  regulated  this. very  points 
and  have  said,  that  he  cannot  draw  in  the  aggregate,  but 
in  favour  of  the  individual,  and  that  he  never  shall  make 
payments  in  any  other  manner,  but  when  be  ha^  ex- 
press Kberty,  from  the  Board.  When  parliament  inleod- 
ed  this  limitation,  they  knew  how  to  express  it,  they 
have  not  extended  this  limitation  to  the  Treasurer  of  the 
Navy,  they  have  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Ordnance,  aod 
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ft$  I  trust,  will  fortify  ynder  the  high  authority  of  the  Ic- 
^isldtore,  the  argument  I  maintain. 

**  In  the  first  clause,  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  h  6U 
retried  to  certify  to  the  Commissioncfrs  of  the  NaVy  art 
account  of  the  whole  receipt  under  the  respective  headi 
of  service,  and  also  to  centfy  to  the  Commissioners  of 
the  VictuaHing  and  Sick  and  Hurt  Board?,  the  parlicu- 
l«r  sums  received,  and  applicable  to  those  services  respec- 
tively. 

^  Thufe,  he  is  to  keep  an  account  of  all  morties  paid 
to  hifft.     But  why  keep  an  account  of  what  he  is  nevet 
te  have  i    According  to  the  instructions  of  the  Honora- 
ble manageT,  he  never  can  possess  himself  of  arty.     He 
is  here  by  implication  authorised  to  receive  thetri,  by  sup- 
posing he  is  to  render  anF  account. 
•     **  1  am  afraid,  my  Lords,  I  am  tedious  upon  the  cbh- 
ttruction  of  this  act,  but  it  was  material  for  the  case  of 
tii«  noble  defendant,  and  you  have  seed  in  what  1  have 
^tale'd,  that  I  am  confirmed  by  the  course  of  office,  and  by 
the  construction  of  the  legislature  itself,  so  fiit  as  it  can   ^ 
be  Mltect^d  by  analogy. 

"I  have  not  now  anticipated  that  part  of  the  argument 
which  relalesto  the  use  ot  the  .money  :  I  am  oriiy  ehquir- 
ing  idta  th6  statute  in  the  abstract,  and  considering  the 
true  construction  upon  the  face  of  the  act  itself. 

**  Whclher  the  paymaster  have  applied  it  after  it  was 
taken  from  the  Baiik,  h  adrfferent  question.  I  am  sim- 
ply examining  whether  it  may  be  conveyed  under  the 
terms  of  the  act,  from  the  primary  place  of  deposit,  or 
to  private  hands  under  special  circumstances  :  and  I  con- 
tend, my  Lords,  that  what  I  have  mentioned,  is  the  fair 
import  of  the  act^ 
^  "The  third  section  is  this : 

"  *  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that  from  and  after  the 
first  day  of  July,  1785,  no  money  for  the  service  of  the 
^navy  shall  be  issued  from  his'MajesTy*s  Elxchequer  to  the 
Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  or  shall  be  placed  or  directed  to 
be  placed  in  his  hands  or  possession  ;  but  the  same  shall 
be  issued  and  directed  to  be  paid  to  the  Governor  and 
Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  and  to  be  placed  to 
the  accounts  above-mentioned  according  to  the  service ' 
£ar  which  it  is  ordered  and  issued. 
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"  The  fifth  section  is  this  : 

**  •  Provided  tTiat  the  monies  to  be  issued  to  the  Gotct- 
nor  and  G^mpany  of  the  Bank  of  England  on  account  of| 
the  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  shall  not  be  paid  out 
of  the  Bank  unless  for  Navy  services,  and  in  pursuaoaj 
of  drafts  to  be  drawn  on  the  Governor  and  Company 
the  Bank  of  England,  and  signed  by  the  Treasurer  of  bi 
Majesty*s  Navy,  for  the  time  being ;  or  the  person  or  pc^| 
sons,  authorised  as  aforesaid ;  in  which  drafts  shall  be 
specified  the  heads  of  service  to  which  the  sums  therei 
mentioned  are  to  be  applied ;  and  which  drafts  so  dra 
shall  be  sufficient  authority  to  the  Bank  to  pay 
money  to  the  persons  mentioned  in  those  drafts  or  to  tbe 
bearer  of  them/ 

**  Both  these  relate  to  the  primary  place  of  deposit 
No  douhr,  on  the  whole  act,  all  the  money  is  to  be  cir- 
ried  in  the  first  place  to  the  Bank,  and  to  constitute  a 
bead  there ;  and  the  method  is  specifically  pointed  oot 
under  what  circumstances  it  is  to  be  drawn  in  the  sec- 
tion I  have  before  read. 

^  I  beg  pardon  for  omitting  to  make  this  observatioQ 
in  its  proper  place,  so  clearlv  as  was  necessary. 

"  I  have  now  disposed  ot  three  of  the  articles  of  thb 
impeachment ;  the  seven  which  remain,  proceed  on  ok 
general  ground." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  interposing,  desired  that  the  far 
ther  observations  of  the  learned  counsel,  be  dcfcncd  uih 
til  the  following  day. 
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TWELFTH  DAY. 

WEDNESDAY,    MAY     14TH. 

MR.  tLOMER,   IN  CONTINUATION. 

• 

1  SHALL  now,  my  lovds,  proceed  to  an  examina- 
tion of  the  different  articles.  The  third,  states  the  fact 
of  the  public  money,  being  ren^oved  from  the  Bank,  and 
then  says  that  Lord  Melville  did,  after  the  lOih  of  June, 
1786«  illegally  connive  at,  permit,  and  suffer  Alexander 
Trotter  under  and  by  virtue  of  his  authority  given  to  him, 
to  draw,  receive,  and  take  from  the  Governor  and  Com- 
pany of  the  Bank  of  England,  for  other  purposes  than 
those  of  navy  services,  large  sums  of  money,  and  place 
them  in  the  private  bank  of  the  said  Alexander  Trotter. 
It  then  states,  that  this  was  done  by  the  permission  and 
privity  of  the  defendant,  and  that  Mr.  Trotter  did  knis- 
apply  the  said  sums  of  inoney  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Messrs.  Coutts,  whereby  they  were  used  for  private  pur- 
poses. It  then  adds,  that  the  permission  of  Lord  Mel- 
ville  was  a  breach  of  the  great  trust  reposed  in  him,  and 
a  violation  of  the  laws  and  statutes  of  the  realm.  It  is 
not  charged  against  his  lordship,  that  he  was  negligent  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty,  or  that  by  not  keeping  a  vigi- 
lant eye  over  the  conduct  of  the  paymaster,  the  latter 
was  enabled  to  commit  these  abuses;  bDt  it  is,  that  the 
defendant  wilfully,  knowingly,  and  fraudulently  connived 
at,  and  committed  these  abuses. 

'^  The  impeachment,  my  lords,  does  not  on  any  part 
of  it,  proceed  upon  any  omission  or  inattention  of  Lord 
Melville,  but  the  charge  is  of  a  much  higher  and  mora 
criipinai  kind,  not  what  be  omitted  to  do,  but  what  he 
actually  and  personally  did.  It  says,  that  he  was  acquaint- 
ed with  the  frauds,  and,  for  corrupt  purposes,  confede- 
rated And  participated  with  Mr,  Trotter,    It  states,  that 
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they  confederated  themselves,  and  by  that  means  corn- 
emitted  a  gross  breach  of  public  duty. 

"The  next  article  is  the  fourth,  and  charges,  that  while 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  enjoyed  the  office  of  Trea- 
surer of  the  N^vy,  he  did  connive  at,  and  permit  that 
certain  sums  of  money,  issued  from  the  Exchequer, 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Mar^  Sprott,  and 
other  persons.  Here  likewise  his  knowledge  and  privity 
to  the  placing  of  certain  sums  of  money  in  the  hands  of 
an  individual,  are  expressly  stated  :  it  does  not  say,  that 
it  was  done  through  carelessness  or  want  of  due  vigtlaoce 
in  his  duty,  but  it^  &ay$  it  was  done  posiUvely  with  bis 
privity  and  consent 

"  The  fifth  article,  my  lords,  relates  to  a  distinct  sub- 
ject of  a  sdm  being  taken  to  the  amount  of  lO,OOOl.  from 
the  public  money  at  the  Bank  of  England,  and  applied 
to  the  defendants  own  use^  or  some  other  corrupt  and  il- 
legal purposev  Here  the  corrupt  and  illegal  purpose  to 
which  the  money  u^a^  applied  is  expressly  qiade  a  part  of 
the  charge  against  Lord  Melville.  ,  Not  that  the  purpose 
i$  not  yet  disclosed,  but  the  prosecutors  take  upon  them- 
selves  to  say,  that  it  b  known  to  them,  and  that  they  can 
prove,  that  such  purpose  was  both  corrupt  and  illegal: 
They,  my  lords^  are  bound  to  shew  it ;  this,  howeV6r, 
has  not  been  done,  and  that  part  cannot  apply. 

**  TUe  sixth  article,  more  closely  attacks  the  repnta*- 
tion  of  Lord  Melville.     It  commences  by  stating,  that 
books  were  k«pt  by  Mr.  Trotter  containing  the  accoont 
between  the  noble  defendaot  and  him,  and  receipts  fbr 
di0erent  payments.    I  wish,  now,  my  lords,  to  draw  yow 
particular  observation;  bea»u9e  the  charge  then,  dropping 
the  au^ect  of  the  books,  takes  up  another  tiiansaction, 
\i4.    tUa  release  or  agreement  between    tliese   parties, 
wherein  it  is  staled  that  they  had  mutually  delivered  op 
to  each  other,  or  resolved  aiid  agreed  mutually  to  eaucel 
.  or  destroy  all  the  vouchers  and  other  memonandunts  and 
writings  that  at  any  tim«  her;Qtofpre  ;might  have  existed, 
pas(S(Qdf  Qf  beea  interehanged  between*  them  relative  to 
the; said  accounts;  and  the.dif!brent  items^nd  articles  of 
which,, the  said  accounts  were  composed  or  consisted! 
This  pa^a^  interposes  betuieen  twcv  distinct  sentence^ 
an^  ^fter  it$  conclusion  the  subject  of  the  books  is  re-^ 
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sttmed.  It  says,  books  of  account  witli  other  voiidiers 
»Dd  nieinor2rnduais,*ii*ere  destroyed  by  Lord  Melville  ami 
Mr.  Trotter ;  that,  my  lords,  is  tlie  averment  which  tiae 
prosecutoi*s  have  undertaken  to  prove.  It  farther  adds, 
that  the  said  books  of  accounts,  vouchers,  memoraa* 
dums,  and  writings,  were  so  burnt  with  a  view  to  conceal 
and  prevent  tlie  discovery  of  the  several  advances  of  ai<^- 
dey  made  by  Alexander  Trotter  to  Lord  Melville.    ^ 

*"'  I  have  taken  the  liberty  to  attract  your  lorili>hi|i^^ 
notice  more  particularly  to  this  article,  because  the  sub^ 
jectof  the  books  is  so  intermixed  with  that  of  the  release, 
and  because  it  was  stated  in  such  an  irregular  maoncf } 
first  the  books  of  account  arc  mentioned,  then  we  hear  of 
the  release,  and  again  the  sut:^ect  of  ttie  books,  as  if  (he 
release  was  intiqiately  connected  with  them,  and  the  coi»- 
$equent  destruction  of  all  the  writings. 

*^  The  seventh  article,  my  lords,  relates  to  advances  of 
money  made  by  Mr.  Trotter  to  Lord  Melville.  It  states, 
tiiat  Lord  Viscount ^lelville  did  receive  and  obtain^and 
procure  from  Alexander  Trotter,  the  sum  of  22,0001.  or 
some  other  large  sutn  or  sums  of  money,  so  as  aforesaid 
illegally  drawn  from  the  Governor  and  Company  of  thd 
Bank  of  England  by  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  froo^  tlic 
fHjblic  money.  Another  part  whereof  was  drawn  from  a 
mixed  fund,  composed  as  well  of  public  money  in  the 
hands  of  the  said  Messrs.  Coutts,  as  of  the  proper  money 
of  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  in  the  bands  of  the  said 
Messrs.  Coutts,  which  had  been  mixed  therewith^  and  re* 
saained  undistinguished  therefrom. — It  then,  my  loidd, 
pro(5eeds  upon  simple  facts,  without  making  tl^e  least 
mention  that  this  was  done  with  the  knowledge  and  pri* 
vity  of  the  noble  defendant. — It  concludes,  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  more  effectually  concealing  the  said  advancesr 
of  money,  the  books  of  account,  vouchers,  memoran- 
dums and  writings,  were  so  as  aforesaid  burnt  and  d^ 
fitroyed. 

"My  lords,  the  eighth  article  charges,  that,  among 
other  advances  of  money  received  by  Lm-d  Viscouii^ 
JVfelviUe,  he  had  a  sum  of  22,000h  from  Mr.  Alexander 
Trotter.— And  then,  my  lords,  follows  this  most  singular 
and  novel  allegation,  ''  and  for  which  it  ha^een  alledged 
by  the  said  U^ry  Lord  Viscount  Melville^  that  be  was*  to 
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pay  interest,  and  for  the  purpose  of  more  efTectually  con* 
cealing  which,  the  said  booics  of  accounts,  &c.  were  burnt 
and  destroyed.'  This,  for  aught  that  appears  lev  the  con* 
trary,  may  be  a  loan  from  one  friend  to  the  other,  with- 
out mentioning  from  what  fund  the  money  was  advanced; 
but  that  is  in  point  of  fact,  merely  the  declaration  of  the 
noble,defendant 

^^  The  ninth  and  concluding  article  states,  '  that  during 
all  or  great  part  of  the  time,  the  said  Alexander  Trotter 
held  and  enjoyed  the  said  office  of  Paymaster  to  the  said 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  as  aforesaid,  and  the  said 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  held  and  enjoyed  the  said 
office  of  Treasurer  of  His  Majesty's  Navy  as  aforesaid, 
he,  the  said  Alexander  Trotter,  did  gratuitously  and  with- 
out salary,  or  other  pecuniary  compensation,  act  in,  and 
transact  the  private  business  of  the  said  Henry  Lord  Vis- 
count  Melville,  in  that  respect  to  the  amount  of  10,0001 
to  SO,OQOl.  or  to  some  other  great  amount,  and  which 
advances  were  taken  from  the  said  sums  of  money  so 
placed  by  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  in  the  hands  of  the 
said  Messrs.  Coutts  and  Company,  consisting  in  part  of 
public  money,  drawn  by  him  from  the  Governor  and 
Company  of  the  Bank  of  England  as  aforesaid,  and  iii 
part  of  his  own  private  monies  mixed  therewith  and  un- 
distinguished therefrom  as  aforesaid,  by  means  whereof 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  did  derive  ad- 
vantage from  the  aforesaid  illegal  acts  of  the  said  Alex- 
ander Trotter.' — It  then  proceeds  to  say,  that  Mr.  Trot- 
ter continued  to  act  without  salary,  making  advances  to 
Lord  Melville  on  condition  that  the  noble  defendant 
would  connive  at,  and  permit  the  use  of  the  public  mo- 
ney to  the  purposes  of  private  advantage.  It  then  goes 
on  to  assert,  that  this  was  done  with  the  privity  of  Lord 
Melville,  and  to  state  that  it  was  in  breach  of  tlie  high 
trust  reposed  in  him,  and  in  violation  of  the  laws  and  sta- 
tutes of  the  realm.  It  concludes,  that  by  all  and  every 
of  the  aforesaid  acts  done  by  Lord  Melville,  he  is  guilty 
of  high  crim.es  and  misdemeanours. 

"  Thiis,  my  lords,  it  assigns  two  nibtives  for  the  con* 
currence'of  Lord  Melville  in  the  use  of  the  public  mo- 
ney.  First,  ♦ecause  Mr.  Trotter:  would  act  as  his  pri- 
vate a^eaf  without  .salary,  and^  jsecondly,   because  he 
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might  receive  advances  far  his  convenience  from  time  to 
time.  These  advances,  as  made  from  time  to.  time,  the 
House  of  Commons  contends  were  to  the  amount  of  from 
10,0001*  to  20,0001.  and  were  drawn  from  a  mixed  fund, 
composed  partly  of  private  and  partly  of  public  money. 

'^  I  have  stated  these  articles  together,  because  I  con- 
curred in  the  o|;inion  of  the  learned  manager  who  sum- 
med up  the  case  for  tlie  prosecution,  that  nearly  the  whole 
contents  related  to  the  same  subject  First,  my  lords, 
ue  have  the  means  of  applying  the  public  money  and  the 
particular  uses ;  then  we  have  the  allegation  of  the  de- 
fendant's knowledge  of  the  money  being  applied  to  a  cor- 
rupt use,  and  lastly  the  fact  stated  of  all  proof  and  v^s^ 
tigc  being  destroyed. 

"  I  hope,  my  lords,  I  am  stating  the  charges  fairly ; 
charges  which  have  been  truly  stated  to  be  of  the  greatest 
magnitude  and  importance,  part  of  them  to  be  sure  of  a 
more  modern  date,  and  which  must  therefore  be  admitr 
ted  to  be  more  easy  of  access,  and  more  capable  of  hav^ 
ing  light  thrown  upon  them.  There  are  also  transac- 
tions to  which  there  is  a  living  witness,  and  whoAvas  a 
tery  principal  party  to  them,  and  who  has  been  called 
>efore  you. 

**  We  now,  my  lords,  are  upon  a  part  of  the  charges 
vbich  most  nearly  affects  the  honour  and  character  of 
he  defendant,  and  upon  which  you  would  expect  to  hav.e 
he  most  clear,  satisfactory,  and  full  investigation  on  the 
)art  of  the  prosecutors,  before  you  could  pronounce  the 
Lidgn>ent  you  are  now  solemnly  called  upon  to  give. 

**  But,  my  lords,  I  hopi?^  I  shall  not  be  deemed  arror 
ant  or  pre^ming,  when  I  say,  that  I  shall  be  able  tx)  givq 
ou  complete  satisfaction,  not  only  that  the  charges  are 
ot  supported  in  evidence,  not  only  that  no  balances  were 
ue,  but  that  the  evidence  produced  has  totally  failed, 
nd  that  the  charges,  instead  of  being  supported,  are  di- 
BCtly  disproved  by  every  witness  that  has  been  called. 

**  The  principal  testimony  on  this  charge  has  been  ob* 
lined  from  one  of  the  chief  actors  in  these  transactions, 

mean  Mr,  Trotter,  concerning  whom  your  Lordships 
ave  lipard  who  he  was,  how  lie  was  introduced  to  Lur4 
Jelville,  and  what  situation  he  occupied. 

*^  Much,  observation  has  been  made  on  tiie  imprudeat 
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conduct  of  Lord  Melville,  iand  much  inference  irvtrik 
from  it,  in  having  committed  the  care  of  his  duties  in  the 
office  without  due  Examination ;  but  these  were  only  sug* 
gested  for  the  very  purpose  of  making  further  remarks, 
and  again  bringing  the  subject  before  your  lordships. 

^'  U  has  been  charged  against  the  noble  defendant  that 
he  was^engaged  with  Mr.  Trotter  from  the  year  1786  to 
1 800,  a  period  of  fourteen  years  in  a  systematic  confede- 
racy, and  that  in  four  distinct  instances^^he  grossly  abused 
his  trust,  and  purchased  stock  with  the  public  money  for 
bis  own  benefit. 

**I  have  now,  my  lords,  gone  through  the  different  ar- 
ticlc$,  and  have  summarily  stated  the  principal  charge* 
contained  in  them.  They  assert  that  the  defendant  com- 
mitted the  crimes  stated  in  them,  corruptly  and  with  full 
knowledge,  and  in  breach  of  jthe  terms  of  the  warrant; 
and  alleddng,  that  this  is  a  direct  violation  of  the  lav, 
and  that  he  corruptly,  knowingly,  and  fraudulently,  laid 
Out  and  expended  the  public  money  in  the  public  funds 
with  a  view  to  enrich  himself, 

^^  My  Lords,  you  have  this  account  given  you  of  Mr. 
Trotter;  In  the  year  1786,  or  the  latter  end  of  1785, 
Just  after  the  death  of  Mr.  Douglas,  Mr.'  Trotter  was 
introduced  to  Lord  Melville,  to  whom  he  had  before 
been  personally  known,  lie  was  a  gentleman  stated  to 
be  not  only  of  creditable,  but  opulent  connec^tions,  the 
pon  of  a  wealthy  banker,  and  the  brother  of  a  partnel' 
in  the  firm  of  Messrs.  Coutts,  and  Co.  He  was  a  man, 
stated  ^ven  by  the  honorable  Manager,  who  was  not 
ynacquainted  with  Mr.  Trotter,  and  who  had  had  fre^ 
quent  interv^ws  with  him ;  I  say  my  Lords  to  was  stated 
to  be  a  man  in  all  other  parts  of  bis  character,  in  pri* 
vate  and  public  life  free  from  a{l  imputation. 

^^  Besides  this,  my  Lords,  he  was  in  high  estimatioil 
in  the  office,  his  probity  had  been  repeatedly  tried,  h« 
integrity  was  unstained,  apd  who  was  conversant  in  aritb 
inetical  calculation,  and  the  business  of  the  establi:»h- 
ment:.  He  was  not  at  all  wanting  of  understanding,  and 
had  a  ready  and  comprehensive  minc^,  and  was  perfectlj 
f:ompetent  to  his  situation. 

"  He  was  a  gentleman  of  unspotted  private  characteri 
f  pd  was  eligibfe  at  that  time,  from  every  circumstance 

whick 


i5f 

whicli  woyid  entitle  him  to  credit  He  Was  ed)>eetall3r 
acceptable  to  Lord  AlelviUe  from  his  accurate  know-* 
ledge  of  that  to  which  his  Lordship's  attention  had  never 
been  directed,  and  farther  recommended  by  his  being 
an  officer  pf  the  department,  over  which  the  noUe  do** 
fendant  presided,,  and  more  particularly  by  the  most  uae** 
fill  and  important  regulation  made  by  Mr.  Trotter,  and 
^he  formation  of  the  rules  ^f  the  office  into  a  kind  of 
code  of  laws  for  its  government 

*^  At  this  time  nothing  could  have  intervened,  which 
could  prevent  the  transfer  from  Lord  Melville  of  all 
his  confidence  .in  the  transactions  of  his  office,  and  no 
candid  mind  can  hesitate  a  moment  to  say,  whatever 
|nay  have  passed  since,  yet  taking  the  then  view  of  the 
case^  and  the  then  character  of  this  gentleman,  that  there 
was  any  thing  which  ought  to  have  deterred  Lord  Mel* 
yille  from  placing  tn  Mr.  Trotter  entire  and  undivided 
confidence. 

''  Even  the  honorable  managers  themselves  are  com* 

pelled  to  say,  tliat  he  was  a  man  in  w*hom,  in  whatever 

'  be  asserted,  your  Lordships  might  place  implicit  confi-i 

dence.     Thus  my  Lords,  is  it  that  the  evidence  of  the 

prosecution  is  opened. 

''At  the  same  time  my  Lords,  when  the  declaration 
was  made,  he  haid  been  under  the  course  of  interrogation 
ibr  many  months,  and  he  had  incurred  the  displeasure 
of  those  by  whom  he  was  examined,  and  received  pu^ 
nishment  until  he  had  expiated  his  offence  by  full  and 
satisfactory  intelligence.  He  was  questioned  as  to  all 
his  books,  ^1  the  papers  belonging  to  him,  to  which 
access  could  be  had,  and  his 'banker's  account  at  every 
period  was  again  brouglit  under  consideration,  and  every 
document  was  obtained  which  could  throw  light  upon 
the  question.  When  Mr.  Trotter  was  asked  if  he  recol^ 
lected  any  particular  transaction,  his  answer  was  uni^ 
forraly,  no;  but  a  document  being  put  into  his  hand  to 
refresh  his  memory,  he  was  then  enabled  to  state  that  he 
believed  it  was  so  and  so. 

''  Private  examinations  were  made  by  the  committee 
of  the  managers  of  this  prosecution,  and  they  tvere  ton» 
tinued  from  day  to  day,  from  week  to  week,  and  A-om 
jQonth  to  month,   endeavouring  to  obtain  information 
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dhicerning  every  paper  of  eve^y  nature,  which  there  iras 
the  least  probability  could  enlighten  the  subject;  and 
after  all  these  dift'erent  and  numerous  examinations, 
ivhatis"  the  result  with  regard  to  Mr.  Trotter s  character? 
Why  the  honorable  manager  painly  tells  you  that  your 
Lordships  may  place  credence  in  every  thing  he  utters. 

**  I  will  now  state  to  your  Lordships,  a  note  which  I 
took  myself,  of  what  the  honorable  manager  said  upon 
this  subject,  without  meaning  to  offer  myself  as  a  witness. 
Restated  that  in  early  life,  Mr.  Trotter  had  shewn  the 
greatest  integrity,  and  had  been  employed,  not  only  by 
Lord  Melville,  btit  by  his  payniaster'Mr.  Dbuglas,  aroaa 
of  undoubted  probity.  The  honorable  manager  conti- 
nued: **  He  is  a  meritorious  man,  and  one  who  oagbt 
to  be  trusted,  and  a  person  more  beloved  by  his  family, 
or  respected  by  his  relations  I  know  not." 

**  It  was  fortunate  my  Lords  for  Mr.  Trotter,  that  his 
evidence  should  be  confirmed  by  books  which  were  pro- 
duced, and  by  which  his  honesty  was  establish^,  and  it 
was  fortunate  for  Mr.  Trotter,  that  he  gave  such  testi- 
mony :  but  my  Lords,  the  honorable  manager  continues : 
**  There  was  no  human  being  could  give  any  account  of 
these  transactions  but  Mr.  Trotter,  and  the  defendant. 
Slid  on  that  account  a  bill  of  indemnity  was  passed  to 
enable  him  to  give  evidence." 

**  My  Lords,  you  observe  that  ]Mr.  Trotter's  testimony 
was  of  such  importance  as  to  be  the  subject  of  one  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  to  have  another  in  contemplation,  in 
order  that  he  might  be  brought  forward  to  give  evidence 
of  bis  joint  and  mutual  guilt  with  the  noble  defendant 

"  The  last  passage  my  Lordsj  to  which  I  shall  referyou, 
of  which  I  have  taken  a  note,  is  this.  *  You  may  be- 
lieve Mr.  Trotter  my  Lords,  in  every  part  of  his  testi- 
mony.' With  tjiis  observation  he  was  ushered  into  the 
witness  box  to  give  evidence. 

"  Now  my  Lords,  let  us  consider  who  this  Mr.  Trotter 
is  and  what  is  his  situation.  « 

"  I  ask  you,  my  Lords,  was  there  ever  a  witness  pro-  | 
duced  before  a  Court  of  Justice,  who  had  more  cogent 
motives  to  give  testimony  to  estabfish  the  guilt  of  the  de- 
fendant, and  to  exonerate  himself?  Was  there  ever  a 
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n  itness  brought  forward  who  could  have  a  greater  inte* 
rest  to  criminate  the  aoble  defendant : 

'*  To  give  evidence  in  favour  of  his  patron,  what  would 
be  the  con3equenc&;  but  to  speak  the  truth  what  is. his 
situation,  and  to  what  does  he  recommend  himself?  He 
recommends  himself  to  his  own  conscience,  to  the  power- 
ful prosecutors.  His  best  hopes  would  be  realized,  and  he 
would  receive  not  only  protection,  but  indemnity;  if  he 
did  not  assert  the  truth,  he  was  aware  that  the  conse- 

3uence  would  be  that  he  must  lose  every  thing ;  but  if  he 
id,  he  was  sure  of  exonerating  himself  from  civil  pro- 
secution, and  might  retain  the  produce  of  his  whole  life ; 
and  I  hope  my  Lords,  I  do  not  exaggerate  when  I  say, 
that  he  had  no  temptation  to  spare  the  defendant,  but 
every  inducement  to  lead  him  to  give  testimony  against 
him. 

"  But  by  putting  Lord  Melville  in  that  situation,  what 
does  he  not  bring  likewise  upon  liimself?  ^Vhat  perfidy 
is  laid  to  his  charge,  and  what  misery  is  brought  upon. his 
patron;  but  by  thus  authenticating  the  transactions,  what 
infamy  and  what  ingratitude  does  he  not  cast  upon  his 
own  guilty  head. 

"  I  hope,  my  Lords,  I  state  the  case  fairly  as  to  the 
credit  due  ta  this  witness,  with  respect  to  the  testimony 
he  gave  upon  his  examination. 

'•  But,  my  Lords,  supposing,  after  all  that  has  been 
said,  and  all  that  has  appeared  from  his  evidence,  to  do 
away  doubt  and  suspicion,  this  person,  who  can  speak  to 
every  circumstance,  should  coiiie  forward  before  this 
great  tribunal,  and  should  distinctly  assert  upon  his  oath 
that  every  act  was  his  own,  and  all  committed  for  his  own 
exclusive  emolument,  and  that  Lord  Melville  knew  no- 
thing concerning  the  transactions,  and  of  which  he  had 
no  account  or  intelligence;  if  he  should  say,  that  this 
was  done  behind  the  back,  and  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  defendant,  can  any  reasonable  mind  hesitate  a  mo- 
ment to  believe  that  it  is  a  true  statement  of  the  case  ? 

*'  I  would  confidently  ask  your  Lordships,  if  that  does 
not  form  a  strong  and  invincible  ground  which  must  car- 
ry conviction  along  with  it  to  ihe  undcrctanding  of  every 
man? 

'*  There  were  but  two  persons  in  the  whole  world  who 
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the  least  aequaiateii  wttb  these  transactions,  Lor^ 
Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter ;  and  would  not  it  have  been 
both  nalAiral  and  just,  that  the  person  concerned  should 
kwe  come  forward  and  have  declared 

In  me  convertite  fcrram 
^  O  Ruiali  raea  ff aus  omnis :  nihil  isle,  nee  aiisus 

Kec  poluiu 

*'Iam  sure,  my  Lords,  that  you  cannot  fix  upon  the 
noble  defendant  the  foul  crimes  which  are  charged  against 
Mm  ;  and  you  must  be  of  opinion,  that  this  is  the  least  sa* 
fisfactory  evidence  that  was  ever  brought  forward  in  sup- 
port of  any  prosecution. 

*'  I  will  now,  my  Lords,  with  your  permission^  exap 
mine  some  other  particulars  in  detail,  ind  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  satisfy  you^  that  the  evidence  before  you,  and  the 
instances  selected  for  the  purpose  ef  proving  a  corrupt 
confederacy,  when  carefully  examined,  will  be  found  to 
operate  directly  the  reverse* 

"  The  history  of  these  transactions  commences  in  the 
year  1786,  and  you  will  enquire,  what  was  the  situation 
of  the  defendant  at  that  time.  In  the  year  1784,  the  no- 
ble, defendant  was  appointed  President  of  the  IBoard  of 
Cohtroul,  in  which  situation  he  continued  until  the  year 
1801,  during  a  period  of  seventeen  years.  For  the  first 
nine  years,  he  executed  all  the  functions  of  the  office 
without  receiving  the  smallest  remuneration.  It  has  been 
proved  to  you,  that  at  that  time  the  establishment  was 
first  formed,  when  the  affairs  of  the  East  India  Company 
were  before  parliament,  and  were  in  a  most  ruinous  stated . 
*and  all  the  vigour  and  energy  of  Lord  Melville  were  re- 
.  quired  for  the  restoration  of  prosperity. 

"  It  is  likewise  in  evidence  before  you,  that  the  noble 
defendant  was  then  a  vigilant,  active,  and  laborious  sub- 
ject of  the  public,  performing  his  duties  with  unremittincr 
diligence,  and  combating  all  the  difficulties  of  his  situa- 
tion. His  office  was  not  to  conduct  the  affairs  of  an  old 
establishment,  but  he  had  to  form  new  systems  and  new 
regulations  for  the  preservation  of  commerce  in  tiici 
East 

"  In  the  year  1791,  a  period  most  memorable  in  the 
annals  of  Europe^  and  particularly  in  the  history  of  tbi* 
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coutitry,  wben  a  Acaghbourlng  state  was  Mf^Wed  by  m« 
ternal  coaimotion,.  and  when  the  flames  ofrevolutiQnairJr 
principles  bad  already  reached  this  coantryi  Lord  Mdr 
ville  was  appointed  by  his  Majesty^  froui  the  known  emi- 
nent qualifications  of  bis  mind,  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department 

**  His  character  for  activity  and  probity  in  the  per- 
formance of  all  the  concerns  which  were  brought  under 
bis  inspection,  betiveen  the  years  1791  and  1794,  whea 
he  sustained  this  arduous  station,  is  well  established ;  and 
when  no  difficulties  thrieatened  us  at  home,  but  external 
hostility  menaced  the  kingdom,  Lord  Melville  was  ap^ 
pointed  Secretary  of  State  for  <he  War  Department  in 
the  year  1794*,  and  continued  to  support  that  character 
until  1801.  These  difficult  situations,  my  Lords^  the 
defendatit  filled,  as  has  been  admitted  on  all  sides,  much 
against  his  own  inclination. 

**  During  the  time  the  noble  defendant  retained  his 
employments  at  the  head  of  the  war  department,  he  dis^ 
<5harged  a  multiplicity  of  duties.  At  the  same  moment 
that  he  had  the  care  of  the  Board  of  Controul  as  its  Pra^ 
sident,  in  which  he  continued,  as  I  have  stated,  from 
17S4  to  1801,  during  the  same  period,  he  was  filling  the 
situations  of  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  and 
Secretary  for  the  War  Department. ' 

*^  As  I  am  upon  this  subject,  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  forgive  my  adverting  to  what  the  honourable  ma- 
nager said  concerning  Lord  Melville,  in  opening  the 
present  proceeding ;  he  held  him  up  to  the  eyes  of  this 
augnst  assembly,  as  a  plunderer  of  the  state,  making  use 
of  thex  public  motiey,  and  obtaining  a  total  profit  of 
22,000/. 

♦'  Your  Lordships  see^iherefore,  that  the  whole  amount 
of  the  gain  made  by  the  use  of  the  public  money,  is 
£2,000/. ;  and  is  it  to  be  believed;  that  for  the  sake  of 
this  paltry  sum,  the  noble  defendant  would  have  endan- 
gered that  honour  which  he  so  long  retained ;  at  the 
same  period  engaged  in  the  most  important  functions, 
and  voluntarily  relinquishing  the  salary  due  to  him  as 
Secretary  of  State.  This  surrender,  my  Lords,  is  mentis 
oned  in  the  second  volume  (ftf  the  Reports  of  the  Mana* 
g^rs,  in  the  69tid  page, 
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^^  By  the  retnunerfltion  of  salary  in  only  one  branch  of 
his  duty,  I  mean  in  the  home  department,  he  was  enabled 
to  save  the  government  the  expence  of  5,933/.  \0s.  3d. 
While  these  criminal  transactions,  stated  to  have  been 
going  on  between  Lord  Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter,  were 
proceeding  in  another  department  of  his  duty,  be  relin- 
quished remuneration  to  the  amount  of  26,333/.  6s.  Sd: 
which,  added  to  the  former  sum,  will  be  found  to  give  a 
saving  to  government  in  its  expenditure  to  the  amount  of 
32,266/.  16*.  Hid. 

*^  Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  warranted  in  saying,  that 
these  sacrifices  at  least,  are  not  the  indications  of  a  cor- 
rupt mind.  In  this  resignation  of  his  lawful  right,  and 
which  he  could  have  maintained  without  the  least  danger 
to  his  honour,  he  abandoned  for  the  public  good,  a  sum 
much  exceeding  all  that  is  charged  again^  him.  If  you 
should  be  driven  to  adopt  either  the  presumption  of  the 
guilt,  or  the  innocence  of  the  noble  defendant  in  forming'^ 
your  judgment,  listening  to  the  case  as  reasonable  and 
charitable  men^  would  you  not  rather  put  a  favorable  con- 
struction, than  admit  that  which  would  lead  you  neces- 
sarily to  imagine,  that  under  such  circumstances  be  had 
committed  frauds  upon  the  public  ? 

/^  In  addition  to  this,  on  the  head  of  gross  improbabi* 
lity,  is  it  to  be  conceived,  I  had  almost  said,  is  it  not  iot- 
probable,  (I  had  nearly  adopted  the  language  of  the  ho- 
nourable and  learned  manager,  who  said,  that  it  was  im-* 
possible),  for  any  person  above  the  degree  of  an  idiot,  to 
embark  in  such  concerns :  but  if  Mr.  Trotter  were  doins 
this,  what  was  the  risk  Lord  Melville  incurred  in  autho- 
rizing it  ?  From  the  very  nature  of  it,  was  there  not  the 
greatest  danger  of  a  discovery,  and  of  the  fact  coming  to 
the  knowledge  of  a  great  number  of  persons  belonging  to 
the  office?  The  circumstance  of  the  public  money  being 
made  use  of  to  private  emolument,  must  have  been 
known  to  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank.  The 
larger  the  capital  in  their  hands,  the  greater  must  the 
.profit  have  been. 

"  Was  not  this  then,  my  Lords,  an  undertaking  of 
infinitse  peril,  and  the  consequences  of  detection  must 
have  been  Mk  total  min  of  the  noble  defendant.  Mr, 
Trotter  would  have  been  protected;  andidl  the  principal 
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iisks  would  have  been  thrown  upon  Lord  Melville.  Notr^ 
iny  Lords,  do  I  ask  too  much  of  you  to  presume,  tl^at  if 
Lord  Melville  could  by  any  means  have  brought  himself 
i«ito  this  situation  with  regard  to  his  character,  be  would 
Hot  have  done  so»  without  any  adequate  object?  Few 
men,  however  depraved,  will  put  their  character  at  stake 
for  nothing. 

**  What  is  the  Result  proved  by  the  evidenccl  of  Mr^ 
Trotter  ?  It  was^  tliat  for  fourteen  years  this  system  had 
been  carried  on.  Surely,  this  must  have  been  a  great 
CQnc€?rn,  and  he  who  risks  the  most' in  any  undertaking 
of  this  nature,  will  expect  to  receive  the  most  profit; 
and,  my  lords,  you  would  suppose,  that  he  who  wa^ 
principally  exposed  to  loss^  would  have  the  most  cousi(» 
derable  share  in  the  advantage. 

^^  WliatiB  the  result  of  the  account  on  this  sulgect 
given  by  their  own  witnesses  ?  After  a  period  of  fouiteea 
3rears,  Mr.  Trotter  says  the  profit  was  exclusively  bis  own, 
and  from  that  it  would  appear,  that  Lord  Melville  staked 
his  name  and  character  in  tliis  risk,  the  whole  unparti- 
cipated  profit  of  which  was  to  be  enjoyed  by  Mr.  Trotter. 
Was  there,  my  lords,  ever  ^uch  an  .excess  of  ^(etierosity 
as  in  this  case,  if  you  believe  the  evidence  ?  Here  is  a 
person  first  seeking  for  money  by  a  dereliction  of  all  prin- 
ciple^ and  then  transferring  the  profits  gained  by  his  ini- 
quity  to  his  agent  I  believe,  my  lords^  this  will  be  found 
to  be  an  experi^nent  epUrely  new  in  the  history  of  man* 
kind. 

''  Bull  has  money  ev^  heen  the  object  of  the  noblf 
defendant  during  the  course  of  his  life  ?  When  we  con^ 
aider  the  command  of  money  which  be  had,  when  it  wa$ 
aworn  by  the  witness,  tiiat  a  hundred  and  fifty  millions 
went  through  his  hands,  «»d  when  we  know,  that  at  anv 
one  period,  if  money  had  been  his  object,  he  hacif^ 
month  after  month,  abundance  of  opportunities,  with^ 
out  the  knowledge  of  Mr.  Trotter,  the  power  of  amass* 
ing  wealth  to  almost  any  amount;  and  I  atn  sure,  that  ' 
it  must  be  admitted,  that  upon  this  Hubject  he  stands  per?- 
fectly  free  from  all  suspicion ;  this,  my  lords,  '  is  sup* 
portbd  by  the  evidence  on  the  part  oC  the  prosecution. 

^^  But  kl  us  see  what  possible  body  of  evidence  ther^ 
is  to  support  the  charge.    The  ^st  ciicumstance  ad* 
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they  confederated  themselves^  and  by  that  means  com- 
toiitted  a  gross  breach  of  public  duty. 

^^The  next  article  is  the  fourth,  and  charges,  that  while 
Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  enjoyed  the  office  of  Trea- 
surer of  the  N^vy,  he  did  connive  at,  and  permit  that 
certain  sums  of  money,  issued  from  tiie  Exchequer,  | 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Marj^  Sprott,  and 
other  persons.  Here  likewise  his  knowledge  and  privity 
to  the  placing  of  certain  sums  of  money  in  the  hands  of 
an  individual,  are  expressly  stated  :  it  does  not  say,  tliat 
it  was  done  through  carelessness  or  want  of  due  vigiiaBce 
in  bis  duty,  but  i4^  ^ys  it  was  done  positively  with  bis 
privity  and  consent 

''  The  fifth  article,  my  lords,  relates  to  a  distinct  sub- 
ject of  a  sum  being  taken  to  the  amount  of  iO,0(X>l.  from 
the  public  money  at  the  Bank  of  England,  and  applied 
to  the  defendants  own  use,  or  some  other  corrupt  and  il- 
legal  purpose*  Here  the  corrupt  and  illegal  purpose  to 
which  thenioaey  wa£  applied  is  expressly  made  a  part  of 
the  charge  agiaiust  Loixl  Melville.  .  Not  that  the  purpose 
i3  not  yet  disclosed,  but  the  prosecutors  take  upon  tbeoh 
selves  to  say,  that  it  is  known  to  them,  and  that  they  eta 
prove,  that  such  purpose  was  both  corrupt  and  illegal; 
They,  my  lords^  ara  bound  to  shew  it ;  this,  howeVlsr, 
has  not  been  done,  and  that  part  cannot  apply. 

*^  The  sixth  article,  more  closely  attacks  ibe  repatti* 

tion  of  Lord  Melville.     It  commences  by  stating  that 

books  were  k«pt  by  Mr.  Trotter  containing  the  accoont 

between  the  noble  defendant  and  him,. and  receipts  fm 

different  payments.    I  wish,  now,  my  lords,  to  draw  yotir 

partkttlar  observation;  because  the  charge  then,  dropping 

the  subject  of  the  books,  take»  up  another  transaction, 

irLs.    the  release,  or  iigreement  between    tliese  parties, 

wherein  it  is  stated  that  they  had  mutually  delivered  op 

to  each  other,  or  resolved  aiui  agreed  mutually  to  cancel 

.  Of  destroy  all  the  vouchers  and  other  memorandums  aod 

writings  that  at  any  time  hexptoipvi  anight  have  existed» 

pasiaed^  or  been  interehaaged  between  them  reiative  to 

tiie.said  accounts;  and  the.difibrent  items  and  articles  of 

whiek.the  said  accounts  were  composed  or  consisted: 

This  passage  interposes  bet^ven  two  distinct  sentences, 

aiid  after  it#  conclusion  the  subject  of  the  books  Ls  re^ 
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alSke.  If  50,000'/.  vere  placed  in  the  hands  of  Lordl'* 
Melville,  and  if  he  werelto  give  it  to  a  sub-accountant, 
«rho  was  disposed  to  be  dishonest,  it  was  in  bis  power  to 
bestow  it  where  he  might  think  fit.  This  was  the  case 
#ith  Mr.  Trotter,  who  is  ^id  to  have  received  his  auiho^ 
rity  from  Lord  Jilelville. 

"  But,  is  therfe  any  ibi^jg  which  could  induce  Lord 
Melvillfe  to  suppose  that  the  money  was  applied  to  cor- 
rupt purposes?  And  here,  my  lords,  you  have  had  a 
great  deal  of  ot)servation  upon  the  transfer  made  from 
.the  Bank  of  .£ngland ;  you  have  been  told,  that  the  no- 
ble, defendant  was  a  public  accountant,  and  ought  not  to 
have  been  negligent  of  his  duty,  but  should  liave  ren- 
dered an  account  to  the  public.  Yet  I  wili  not  dwelP 
upon  this  sub^ept,  because  it  is  not  the  charge  a^ah)st 
his  lordship.  » 

"  You  have,  ray  lords,  evidence  before  you,  in  order 
to  shew,  that  this  office  Lord  Melville  dischar^ged  impro- 
perly* Yon  have  had  called  before  you  Mr.  Bragge 
Bathurst,  who  was  examined  by  the  prosecutors  to  prove 
what  were  the  duties  of  the  oflnrei.  He  is  a  gentleman  of 
the  highest  proiiity  ^nd  ability,  and,  being  questioned  ori 
the  subject,  he  distinctly  stated  to  you,  that  the  business 
of  the  office  was^  conducted  by  the  Paymaster,  and  that 
die  practice  of  his  predecessors  had  been,  to  delegate  all 
authority  to  the  Paymaster,  by  power  of  attorney ;  all 
payments  were  made  to  the  Paymaster ;  references  .wer6 
made  to  Mr.  Bathurst  only  in  particular  cases,  but  th^ 
senerdl  business  of  the  office  was'  conducted  withblit  that 
gentleman's  interference ;  he  thought,  by  giving  the  power 
of  attorney,  the  duties  of  his  situation -were  completely 
performed^  No  inference  then  is  to  be  dra^rn  from  this 
evidence  against  Lord  Melville,  if  he  conducted  himgelf 
til  the  same  ipanher. 

"  The  t^ntfi'  report  of  the  NaVal  Coihmis^ion6rs,  who 
were  appointed  by  govepnment,  states' it  to  be  the  ordir 
nany  practice  for  the  Treasurer  to  nominate  a  Paymaster, 
to  whom  he  delegating  all  authority  by'  power  of  attorney : 
it  farther  observes,  that  the  PaymasttJr  may  be  dismissed 
from  bis  dffiiie,  but  that  it-hds  not'  be6n  usual  to  do  sol 
e?^n  on  the  removal  6r  the  Treasurer.     * 

^*  In  addition  to  this,  my  lords,  I  shall  refer  you  to  the 
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preamble  of  the  articles  of  impeachment*     Itr  is  hem 
stated,  that  the  detail  of  the  business  was  executed  by 
the  Paymaster/  as  given  in  testimony  by  Mr.  Batburst^ 
lyhich  is  the  constant  usage  of  the  office.     It  rups  tbusf 
'and  whereas  on  the  lOth  day  q(  January,   1786,  whilst 
the  said  Henry  Lord  Viscount  Melville  held  and  enjoyed 
the  said  office  of  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  he 
4id  constitute  and  appoint  Alexander  Trottei*  his  Pay^ 
qiaster;  and  the  said  Henry   Lord  Viscount  Melville 
4k1,  on  the  said  tenth  day  of  January  1786,  duly  autho« 
rize  and  empower  the  said  Alexander  Trotter  to  draw  oa 
the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  for 
and  upon  the  account  of  him  the  said  Henry  Lord  Vis^ 
count  Melville,  as  Treasurer  of  his  Majesty's  Navy,  all 
9pd  every  sum,  or  sums  of  money  that  then  were,  or 
should  thereafter  be  wanted  for  tbejpublic  services,  unr 
der  the  care  and  payment  of  the  ^id  Honry  Lord  Vis- 
count Melville,  the  Baid  Alexander  Trqtter  being  parth^ 
Cularly  careful  to. Specify  in  each  and  every  firaf^  the 
(service  lor  which  the  money  should  be  drawn.* 

-'  I  say,  that  thjs  is  stated  to  be  by  the  prosecutors  a 
proper  act  of  the  defendant,  and  by  this  act,  permissioa 
vas  given  to  draw  upon  the  B^nk  for  unlimited  sums, 
All  the  general  power  given  to  Mr.  Trotter,  is  derived, 
from  the  u|iiform>  copstant,  and  cpntiniied  delegation  of 
fOithoiity,  given  by  th^  Treasurer  to  his  Paymaster,  it 
may  so  Irnppen,  that  the  Paymaster  has  abused  sqch  de« 
legation,  bqt  that  is alegitimate  act;  we  say,  that  it  vrJ^ 
(he  coqrse  pf  oii^ce  tp  giyt^  the  power  to  draw  tiie  public 
ipopies  from  the  Bank. 

.  '•  TheUf  my  Lords,  X  ask,  what  inference  is  to  be  de^ 
(luced  from  that  circumstance,  or  rather,  what  inference 
of  criminal  intention ;  for  it  is  stated  in  the  preamble  to 
^vhich  I  have  alluded,  that  all  Mr.  Trotter  did;  was  bya 
due,  legal  authority  and  power^  without  coo(roul,  or  limi- 
tatioQ ;  and  I  shall  intreat  your  Lordships'  to  give  the  no- 
ble defendant  all  (he  benefit  of  tliis  consideration,  when 
the  point  of  law  is  submitted  to  your  attention ;  for 
jf  this  were  a  due  and  legal  authority,  it  puts  an  end  to 
ibe  qqesti^  pf  law,  as  it  was  proper  and  competent  for 
4be  Treasurer  of  th^  ^^^y%  to  give  to  his  Paymaster  a  ge^ 
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O^^l  )K>irer,  of  drawiog  on  iis  ^couptufor  all  suins  of 
9ioney  that  might  be  v('>ar\ted  for  public  aerviee. 
V  *^  Tbe  coaversatiQa  beiwceq  Mr.  Trdjtttr.aiid  Lord 
^lelviUe,  cQuid  nut. give  the  former  wy  authority;  be-r 
^aose,  by  tbe  statute,  ihe  povi'^r  is  r<equtred  to  be  io  writ* 
i»g:  the  auibority^  toerefore,  ^  ^htcb  was  written,*  the 
mnnagei  3  have  declared  to  be  iegaj^  vrbkh  is  asserted  in 
ihe  introduction  to^  all  tbe  charges.  You  will  vbaerve^ 
my  Lords,  jtlMt  the.  written aiuhority  stated  iti  tbepre* 
amble,  was  in  uritiog/or  tbe  benefit  of  the  public  aer- 
tice ;  the  vorbal  authority  proved  by  Mr.  Trotter^  £ 
mean  the  power  giv^n  by  tlie  noble  deteudaot  jto  remove 
lim  tnoney  of  the  office  Ipr  tej4)poi*ary  convenieDC^  as  it 
yvere  io  transitu,  at  Mes^s.  C.outtsV 

''  This  was  the  mode  proposed  by  Mr.  Trotter^  as  bt 
awears,  for  the  purpose  of  ^facilitating  the  business  of 
ti^  office;  but  that  they  say  is  not  tbe  case,;  for  instead 
Qt  facilitating^  it  copfUse3  thO' aiscQuajts.  |5ut,  in  direct 
loppoeitioQ  to  tliis,  it  is  expressly  sworn  by  Mr.  Trotter^ 
Ihe  Paymaster^  that  \\^  did  ai  tb^  time  belie  vie,  that  whei^ 
Ihe  Navy  Office  was  removed  from  jBroad^street  Io  So- 
werset-placc,  this  arrangement  would  1)0  more  conyer 
nient  for  the  discharge  oi  SrinaU  demands  made  by  ibe 
Sub-accountants.  '.     .  ,4 

'  ''  All  tbe  payments  from  London  for  tbe  out*ports^ 
are  regulated  in  a  very  di^erentt  ^ay,  h^  a  parlioQW 
jclause  in  the  act  of  parliament,  aad  when  the  payment 
relates  to  an  out^port,  the  Ti:easMrer  is  exonerated  ironic 
responsibility ;  but  ii  is  the  cQptrary  n'hen  the  payment  is 
made  in  London,  and  theriefore,  tjkiisja  amatterof  pef*- 
feet  d  isolation,  and  he  may  ^leal^oMt  what  sums  of  money 
he  pleases^  v    , 

''The  reason  alledgied  why  (ho  money  was  placed  at  a 
private  bunkers  was,  in  ordeir  that  a  supply  might  be 
at  band  for  the  naval  services;  but  looking  at  all  tbeae 
motives  urged  by  Loi^d  Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter,  would 
you  not  think  that:  it  was  letnoved  for  the  purpose  of  con^ 
yenience, .  becaitae  it  wnsjjwprp,  that  it  was  Mr.  Trot* 
ter*s  real  opinion,  at  the  timi&  the  proposal  was  jnadCf 
that  ibetnoqey  ivould  be  placed  ip  a  oiore  eligible situa* 

'*  It  is  said  that  Lo^'d  Melville  did  give  peronssion  for 
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(bis  to  b^  done  for  the  profit  and  emoluinent  Of  Mr/ 
Trotter.  On  the  exariiimitioiiy  certainly^  that  was  bitf 
Lordsbip^s  object ;  but  it  does  seem  la  me,  adverting  to 
the  whole  contexl  and  the  manner  in  which  it  isalatedy 
that  it  i^  directly  the  reverse.  On  the  examination  be^ 
fort  the  Commissioners,  the  question  being  put  to  Lord 
Melville,  whether  Mr.- Trotter  had  bis  permiasion  ta  um( 
the  public  moAey,  lie  answered,  ^  If  it  is^  meant  to  asl^ 
me,  whether  I  gave  Mr.  Trottei*  authority  to  use  the  inov 
ncy  in  any  manner.be  pleased,  I  answer,  that  I  certainly 
did  not ;  but  I  n^ver  objected  to  it,  and  I  believe  lie  did 
apply  it  to  his  own  use/ 

^*  fiul,  by  Uie  context,  it  appears'  that  he  must  have 
thought  th^  pul^ic  money  was  applied  to  the  fair,  honest 
and  convenient  purpose  of  carrying  on  the  business  of 
the  office,  and  tliat  for  that  TeasoQ  it  was  placed  atal 
private  banker's. 

^^  I  shall  new  refer  your  lordships,  to  the  evidence  44 
Mr.  Whitbread,  in  the  course  of  which,  a  variety  ofqoesJ 
tknis  were  puttohini^  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  an 
explanation  of  the  nature  of  the  profit  Lord  Melville  sap< 
posed  Mr.  Trotter  to  rfeceive,  from  the  payment  of  tb6 
tofmej  into  a  private  banlH>r  s.  Thp  witness  was  asked> 
^  Did  you  mean  to  assert  that  the  noble  defendaivt  intended 
to  state,  that  Mr,  Trotter  gained  any  advantage  from  it  r' 
To  this  a  reply  was  inade,  that  Lord  Melville  stated,- 
&at  he  haid^  allotred  money  to  be  ptaced  afa;  privaia^ 
banker's  for  ofhcitA  convenience/  and  that  he  did  not 
prevent  Mr.  Trotter  from  deriving  profit  from  it,  that 
private  advantage  arising  from  th^  interest  : 

**  Therefore,  my  Lords^  totking  this  expkinatiEOn,  cou4 
pled  with  what  Lord  Melville  stated  before  the  Commbsi* 
oners  of  Naval  Enquiry,  tl^  eonctusicHO  is  tbis^  that  the 
ndbfe  defendant  though  ttlie  public  money  was  only  applied 
in  theregular  course  of  offidal  duty,  vb.  fijr  naval  scr-r 
uices.  Besid^  which  the  noble  defei^dant  on  his  oatb 
declares,  that  he  was  convinced  in  would  feciUiate  thof 
public  conFenieitce,  and  this  statement;  Mn  Trottef 
confirms, 

^' But  they  assert,  that  the  noble  Loi«d  waa  applj^n^ 
the  money  to  dishonest  purposes,  but  that  he  only-  said,' 
l^n  Trotter  migiit  be  deriving  advantage  from:  it«  -Biit, 
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Hk^  IjOT^  .  t  beg  leate  then  to  tsk^  itrns  (here'atly  ttiwg 
Grtmimd,  or  any  thing  wxong  in  the  act  of  placing  the  ino-* 
ney  at  ^[essrs.  Coutts'  ?  I  do  not  however  mean  in  any 
way  to  otiject  tovbatliaa  been  said  by  the  learrted 
vmnager  with  respect  to  the  draft  of  tiie  Treasurer  being 
the  authoTky  for  obtaining  the  public  money.  * 

".  The  foimof  the  draft  could  not  give  legality  to  the? 
act,  for  the  truth  is,  the  draft  was  drawn  for  another  pur^ 
pose,  but  I  assert  that  Lord  Melville  never  authorized 
any  money  to  be  taken  from  the  Bank  of  Engtand,'  bui 
for  naval  purposes,  and  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Trotler,  ati^ 
that  of  ail  the  other  witnesses  acquainted  with  the  scTb^ 
ject,  states  the  same  fact  There  is  not  the  smaiUest  tittle 
of  evidence  to  support  the  contrary.  Besides  this,  ther 
noble  defendant  swears, '  most  positively,  that  there  hevei' 
was  a  period  when  Mr.  Trotter  was  authorized  to  drtew* 
money  from  the  Bank,  but  for  the  public  naval  sdrvice^ 
of  the  kingdom  ;  and  here  again,  I  beg  yoar  Lordshipt 
to  refer  to  what  was  said  by  the  honorable-  manager  m 
proof  of  what  I  have  assetled. 

*Mt  is  therefore  quite<  clear,  that  what  I  have  staf^dj' 
id  the  result  to  be  drawn  from  the  conversation,  and'of  alt^ 
that  passed  at  that  time,  and  that  the  authority  received 
by  Mr.  Trotter  was  a  power  universally  adimtied.- 

*'  I  hope  therefore,  I  have* relieved  tWs  part  of  the  eaw 
firom  all  stain  of  corruption,  and  that  your  LoiKlshtp^ 
will  bo  convinced  that  Lord  Melville  had  no  intetitionf 
tiiat  Mr.  Trottei'  should  speculate  wiih  the  public  money 
at  the  house  of  Messrs,  (Joutts,  but  his  idea  was/  that 
whatever  benefit  was  obtaiaed  from  it,  was  merely  froirt 
the  interest  of  the  money  lying  at  that  banking-house, 
andtbatit  was  to  be  drawn  from  thence' as  necessity 
might  require. 

"  I  shall  now,  my  Lords,  proceed  to  remark  upon 
the  different  instances  where  the  defendant  is  charc^ed 
with  expending  the  public  money  in  various  purchased, 
of  stock. 

"The  first  purchases  of  India  Stock  took  place  in 
1789  and  1793,  upon  which  the  principal  proof  of  cor-* 
ruption  has  been  rested;  I  will  examine  these  transact 
tionson  the  evidence  now  before  you,  aikl  I  trust  if  wilt 
appear  to. you  not  only  that  there  is  no  instance  of  cor«»- 
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ropfion,  tmt  fhat  it  Will  be  shewn,  that  it  wad  not  te 
public  money  «wbich  was  applied,  or  that  thi^^waa  asy^^ 
tetnatic  plan  of  fraud. 

•*  The  account  given  by  Mr  Trotter  of  this  transaction 
isas  follows.  He  says,  ^  I  will  state  the  transaction  as 
fiur  as  my  memory  carries  me.  There  was  a  conversation 
between  Lord  Melville  and  myself  on  the  probable  rise  of 
India  Stock,  and  I  obseived,  that  I  thou|C[ht  upon  tiiat 
consideration,  he  ought  to  invest  a  sum  of  money  in  it ; 
bat  be  replied  that  he  had  no  money.  I  mentioned  to 
bifliy  tbal  tliere  were  considerable  balances  lying  in  my 
bands,  not  necessary  for  the  public  service,  andwhicbl 
^apposed  wouk)  not  be  wanting  for  some  trme,  and  I  ad- 
Twed  hioiL  to  give  me  leave  to  lay  out  so  much  of  that 
Bioiiey  as  would  buy  13,000/.  but  be  refused  in  the  most 
poiated  manner,  insomuch,  that  }  was  afraid  I  had  io- 
cnrred  faisf  lordships  displeasure!.  I  th^n  said  that  I  bad 
a  friend  who  would  lend  me  the  money^  and  a:greed  to 
borrow  it,  when  his  lordship  signified  his  wish  that  I 
sbould  lay  it  out.  I  applied  to  Mr  Lind^  bnt  found 
tibat  I  was  deceived.  I  never  acquainted  his  lordship, 
batlaasisted  Lind  with  advances  of  public  money,  that  he 
9i^tlepd  it  again.  I  charged  his  lordship  with  interest 
of  the  money  so  advanced,  from  the  first  advances  to  the 

'  conduaion  of  the  settlement/ 

**  I  beg,  my  Lords,  to  ask  whether  T  may  take  this  t^ 
be  a  real  or  fictitious  transaction  ?  Was  all  this  colour, 
pretext  and  fiction,  or  does  it  represent  the  transaction 
as  itactoally  was?  If  it  be  fiction,  the  witness  who  sup- 
ported it  is  a   perjured  man.     I  think  it  will  not  be 

*  said,  that  I  am  not  to  take  it  as  a  real  tmnsaction.  TUkin^ 
it  to  be  so  then,  I  ask  your  Loi*dships,  if  it  does  not  give  a 
most  decisive  negative  to  the  charge  of  corruption,  prf>» 
▼ily,  and  connivance,  in  the  use  of  the  public  money  wiMf 
Mr.  Trotter,  that  ever  was  discovered  in  any  court  * 
justice  in  the  world. 

"  In  the  first  place, when  docs  this  transaction  happen^ 
In  the  year  I7^9y  three  years  after  the  systematic  scheme 
of  corruption  is  said  to  have  been  going  on,  when  Lord 
Melville  bad  ordered  Mr.  Trotter  to  make  unlinfiited  use 
of  t§e  public  money,  for  mutual  benefit  There  was 
no  necessity  that  a  third  person  should  be  introduced  into 

the 
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fbe  ffkntectiott  with  these  two  partners  in  iniquity,  and 
how  do  you  account  for  thU  i'efusal  of  Lord  Melville, 
trhen  if  ne  had  been  coiinected  with  Mr.  Trotter,  he 
f^ooM  have  taken  the  money  of  the  office  to  any 
fiinaunt? 

"  What  is  the  firtt  aflswer  of  this  corrupt  person  who 
had  uftder  his  command  100,000/.  lying  at  the  Bank  under 
his  own  controul  and  management  r  Why  did  he  not  open 
his  mouth  and  tell  Mr.  Trotter  to  take  it  ?  But  on  the 
tonirary,  what  is  the  reply  given;  an  answer  in  private 
to  this  agent  and  manager  of  this  system  of  corruption  for 
three  years.  Not  *  go  and  take  the  money,  as  you  have 
always  done,  and  lay  it  out  for  me;'  but  what- was  it? 

►  Why,  Mr.  Trotter  says,  that  he  seemed  to  throw  it  aside, 
hy  saying  he  had  no  money  to  invest  in  this  stock.  But 
•why  did  not  his  agent,  this  partner  in  iniquity  say  to  him. 
*  Here,  for  three  years  you  have  been  applying  the  public 
money,  -why  do  you  not  take  it  now  ?  There  is  money 
in  plenty,  100,000/.  at  the  Bank.'  But  instead  of  that, 
irhat  does  he  suggest  ?  he  says,  *  I  then  mentioned  to  his 
lordship,  that  there  were  considerable  balances  at  all 
times  in  my  hands,  which  were  not  called  f6r,  and  would 
•not  be  called  for,  and  I  knew  this  from  my  situation  in 
the  office/ — But  wSf  need  he  mention  this?  It  must  have 
been  unnecessary  if  he  had  been  conniving  at  an  illegal 
•use  of  the  public  money  three  years  before ;  but  he  con- 
tinues, •  I  advised  his  lordship  t'o  give  me  leave  to  lay 
out  such  d  sum  of  money,  as  would  buy  up  about  1 3,000/. 
worth  of  Stock.'* — Why  did  he  not  go  without  leave,  and 
do  it  before  he  had  authority  ?  But  what  did  Lord  Mel- 
ville answer  to  this? — Not,  *Take  it,  go  and,  do  as  you 
have  done  before  for  months  after  months,*  but  Mr. 
Trotter  says,  *  that  he  refused  in  the  most  pointed  and 

^^ilecided  manner,  insomuch  that  I  was  afraid  I  had  in-  • 
Ctirred  his  lordship's  displeasure  by  the  proposal.' 

"  But  why  did  he  reject  it,  he  who  had  countenanced 
and  encouraged  these  practices  ?  Why  did  he  in  the  first 
instance  refuse  the  offer  in  the/  most  pointed  and  decided 
manner  ?'  No,  my  Lords,  instead  of  accepting  it,  what 
does  Mr.  Trotter  say  upon  the  subject?  He  ass€rts|that 
his  Lordship  refused  in  the  most  pointed  and  decided 
manner^  insoomch,  that  he  was  afraid  he  had  incurred 
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his  lordshipV  displeasure.  What,  his  displeasure^  how  is 
that  to  be  reconciled  ?  How  was  his  displeasure  incurred  ? 
tiy  what  ?  In  their  supposition,  there  was  ootbing  to  ex^ 
cite  it.  But  what  is  proposed  by  this?  Mr.  Trotter,  the 
agent,  who  must  have  been  perfectly  acquainted  with  ail 
the  criminal  proceedings,  what  did  lie  smuggest  as  a  sub- 
stitute ? — To  borrow  the  money  from  a  friend.T— What 
borrow  money  from  a  private  person  'vhen  the  Treasurer 
of  the  Navy  had  so  much  under  his  orders  ?  But,  my 
Lords,  let  us  see  what  the  honorable  managers-  say  re- 
garding this  testimony.  One  of  them  comes  boldly  for-* 
ward  and  tells  you,  that  you  are  to  believe  every  thing 
that  Mr,  Trotter  swears ;  while  the  other  declares  that 
you  are  not  to  credit  a  single  word  deposed  by  that  witness. 
J  low,  therefore,  my  Lords,  is  it  possible  to  reconcile  these 
two  different  opinions,  and  you  are  called  upon  by  tbem 
to  form  your  judgment  against  all  probability,  alternately 
for  and  against  the  testimony  which  their  own  witness 
has  given.  My  Lords,  I  will  confidently  ask  you,  whethel* 
any  body  above  the  degree  of  an  idiot  would  have  acted 
as  Lord  Melville  did,  upon  that  occasion  ? 

"  Besides  all  this  contradictory  evidence,  you  have  it 
distinctly  proved  before  you,  that  the  noble  defendant 
paid  interest  for  the  loan  of  the  money  out  of  his  own 
pocket.  This  ijj  stated  by  Mr.  Trotter,  who  acknowledged 
Lord  Melville  s  having  paid  to  him  for  interest  due  to  Mr. 
Lind,  the  lender  of  the  money.  I  now,  my  Lords,  from 
this  evidence  beg  leave  to  ask,  if  you  can  say  that 
Lord  Melville  was  the  corruf)t  man  charged  by  these  arti- 
cles. But  is  not  a  directly  contrarj*  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  from  it? 

"  At  a  subsequent  period,  tlie  money  was  actually  re- 
paid by  him,  and  Mr.  Trotter  swears,  that  Lord  Melville 
was  iinacquainted  that  he  had  adv^uiced  the  money,  ti}l 
after  the  publication  of  the  Tenth  Report.  Upon  fiis 
evidence,  it  is  also  clear,  that  20,000/.  was  paid  by  his 
lordship  to  Mr.  Trolter,  for  account  of  Mr.  Lind,  and 
after  all  this  positive  proof,  the  Managers  of  the  House 
of  Commons  call  upon  you  to  declare,  that  the  whole 
transaction  from  the  bcginnine  to  the  end  was  a  fiction, 
when  the  fact  ap[)ears  from  their  own  witness.     But  on 

what  gro'^^^^  ^^^  y^^*"  Lordships  called  upon  to  believe 
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<hat  it  was  a  fiction  ?  On  the  impossibility  of  the  money 
being  adtranced  by  Mr.  Lind;  Why,  my  Lords,  ah  ad- 
vertising money  lender,  would  be  ashamed  to  make  so 
barefaced  an  excuse.  The  best  pl-oof  of  the  reality  of 
the  transaction,  is  the  payment  by  Lord  Melville  of 
20,000/.  with  interest,  during  a  long  succession  of  years, 
and  also  3,000/.  at  a  subsequent  period. 

"  Persons  conversant  with  pecuniary  transactions,  ad- 
vanced considerable  sums  of  money  to  Lord  Melville,  and 
they  beiieved  that  they  were  perfectly  safe,  although  they 
had  neither  bond,  note,  nor  security  for  their  money. 
There  is  proof,  my  Lords,  how  extremely  negligent  the 
noble  defendant  was  in  the  conduct  of  his  money  con- 
cerns. But  s^iipposing  that  the  turn  of  his  mind  had 
been  to  arithmetical  computation,  would  he  have  per- 
mitted the  stock  purchased  for  him  to  have  remained  in 
Ihenanie  of  another, witliout  some  valid  and  solid  security, 
and  would  he  not  have  demanded  a  declaration  of  trust 
from-Mr.  Trotter,  stating  that  the  stock  actually  belong- 
ed to  him  r  But  on  the  contrary,  has  he  not  shewn  his 
indifference  upon  that  subject,  by '  permitting  the 
itoirk  to  remain  in  other  names,  without  any  acknow- 
ledgment, when  he  might  have  had  it  transferred  to 
bis  own! 

r  _ 

•  **  This  transaction;  my  Lords,  is  placed  at  the  front  of 
the  casie  on  the  part  of  the  prosecution,  as  the  largest 
and  of  the  most  importance,  and  on  which  you  are  de- 
manded to  build  your  judgment,  and  to  pronounce  the 
noble  defendant,  both  wicked  and  corrupt ;  and  in  support 
of  this,  you  hear  from  their  own  witness,  the  clearest 
testimony  to  convince  you  of  the  contrary;  because  it  is 
utterly  imposMble,  tliat  he  shciuid  be  from  1793,  pay- 
ing interest  to  the  amount  I  have  stated,  year  by  year 
froni  his  own  private  purse.  Surely,  my  Lords,  there 
must  now  be  an  end  of  the  suspicion  of  corruption,  when 
buch  vestiges  are  brouf^ht  forward,  and  when  yoii  see,  in- 
stead of  a  corrupt^  an  honorable  mind  developed,  won  d 
you  not  draw  a  conclusion  ilirectly  the  reverse  ?  I  thank 
the  lionofable  managers  for  bringing  this  under  your 
observation,  because  it  shews  you,  that  at  least  in  this 
i4)stance,  the  noble  defendant  had  not  the  smallest  know- 
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ledge  that  the  money  borrowed  for  the  purc^iwse  olEaiil 
India  Stock,  vva^  adv^i\ced  from  the  public  funds. 

^^  We  ^Qw,  x^y  Lords,  proceed  to  a  transactioa  coa-» 
cerping  the  purchase  of  a  quantity  of  Loycilty  Loan. 
I  shall  tirst  beg  you  to  advert  to  the  date ;  it  took  plact 
in  1797,  elCrven  years  posterior  to  the  con^mencement  of 
the  alledged  confederacy  between  Lprd  Melville  and  bis 
agent  Yqu  will  likewise  attend  to  what  has  been  said  by 
Mr.  Trotter  on  the  subject  He  has  stated  to  you  tba4  tbt 
only  proposition  for  applying  the  public  money  was  raadf 
by  him  with  regard  to  the  purchase  of  India  Stock,  and 
that  then  the  suggestion  was  rejected  by  the  noble  defead^ 
ant  in  such  a  way  that  Mr.  Trotter  feared  he  bad  inci^rred 
}ns  lordship's  displ^easure.  Let  us  furthe^  enquire  what 
was  the  ^taie  of  public  affairs  at  that  period  ?  Stocks  bad 
been  for  a  considerable  time,  from  various  catt9es,  in  a 
falling  stat^f  an4  permit  me  to  ask  you,  my  LoriU,  whether 
this  was  a  period  when  a  person,  desirous  of  enriching 
himself  would  have  entered  into  a  speculation  of  this 
|cind  ?  Was  that  an  opportunity  which  would  have  beea 
selected  as  the  most  favourable  ?  Seven  yeai*s  bad  elap« 
sed,  since  the  noble  defendant  made  i^  purchases  of  that 
|)atu:*e;  aqd.w^  it  to  be  supposed,  that  ai  a  moment  so 
unfavourable,  he  would  have  bought  stock  for  tbe  pur* 
poses  of  private  emolument?  At.  that  time,  stocks  fell 
from  ^0  to  72,  and  were  ^t  a  discount  of  1 8  per  cent ; 
and  I  ask  you  again,  whetheir  apy  persona  commencing 
speculations,  would  have  chosen  t^is  as  the  most  auspioi^ 
ous  period  ? 

''  But  can  no  one  sugg^t  aqy  other  object  or  motive  to 
induce  Lord  Melville  to. make  the  purchase  at* this  time? 
My  Lordis,  an  illustrious  personage,  who  has  beenallqd^ 
ed  to  during  this  proceeding,  then  laid  out  a  conaidera^ 
ble  sum  of  money  in  this  stock  ;  and  a  great^maojjf  ^hef 
persons  of  distinction  then  bought  a  large  quantity  of 
the  stock  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the  public  credit; 
and  upon  this  motive  the  noble  defendant  was  induced 
to  invest  his  money.  But  tbi&  instance  is  of  a  later  datei 
and  in  which  Mr.  Trotter^  the  ordinary  agent  of  Lord 
Melville,  had  no  concern :  does  not  this  in  some  de^grea 
negative  the  applicatioil  of  U>e  public  money  ?  But  tbero 
is  on^e  proof  which  has  been  brought  forward^  which  ap^ 
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to  ihe  ddci^ite  of  thii  i^ucfstiM,  hnd  6f  iKc  ^Uspii 
€non  which  might  belong  ta  it,  of  its  being  a  dontipt 
traasactiOQ.  The  last  payment  was  made  oil  the  27th  of 
SepitBmber,  1797;  af)d  bow  is  it  proved^  that  the  nobld 
defendant  intended  to  make  a  private  emolument  of  it? 
^With  regard  to  this,  a  document  has  been  prod  need, 
^which  seems  to  me  conclusive;  it  is  dated  28th*of  Sep- 
tember,  1797,  the  very  day  after  the  stock  was  finally 
paid  Ibr,  by  which  Lord  Melville  aothorized  his  ban- 
kers, Messrs.  Coutts,  entii^ly  to  dispose  of  this  fftock, 
togetlier  with  others,  for  the  purpose  of  re-paying  thtf 
principai  by  which  the  purchase  was  effected.  Now,  my 
Ijords,  I  may  ask  yt>u  how  this  may  be  accounted  for? 
TTbis  instrument  is  dated  from  Somerset-place,  and  states, 
that  Lord  Melville  had  executed  a  power  of  attorney  in 
favour  of  Messrs.  Coutts,  to  enable  them  to  dispose  of 
certain  qaanllitie»  of  stock  in  fkyonr  of  different  indivi^ 
^uids. 

*^  As  ta  the  chest  account,  it  ha^  been  erroneouaffy  sup* 
posed  to  have  been  a  public  account,  but  it  was  actually 
private,  and  condu^^ted  under  different  titles,  and  I  ant 
sure,  with  regard  to  that,  you  will  not  intend  coiruption, 
especially,  when  the  weight  of  evidence  bears  entirely 
the  Contrary  way.    There  is  no   proof  whatever,  that 
Xord  Melviite  ever  had  his  attention  drawn  to  the  chest 
account,   but  dfrectty  the  contrt«*y  is  established.     Mr. 
I  *Tr(ttter  has  stated  to  you,  that  the  attention  of  hi^  Lord- 
ship was  "never  drawn  to  it,  and  that  the  noWe  defendant 
^asso  engaged  in  public  business,  that  he  even  ^ijgned 
:    liis  private  accounts  without  the  smatfest  examination. 

"  fe  it,  my  Lords,  to  be  expected,  that  a  public  man^ 

-    unaccustomed  to   bosmes^  of  this  nature;  who  at  that 

r    time '^uas  actively  engaged  in  parliament ;  and  who  placed 

such  an  entire  confidtence  in  Mr.  Tl'Otter,  should  minute- 

.     ly  examine  the  accounts? 

^M  submit,  my  Lords^  that  the  whole  history  of  tlie 
i  transactions  are  iiiGompatibl^  with  the  idea  of  corruption  ; 
=  ke  never  adverted  to  the  diflferent  purchases  of  stock,  not 
T  even  to  the  large  sum  of  India  Stock ;  but  he  deli verckt 
*  aver  his  aiitbovity  to  dispose  of  it*  and  he  never rfirf 
'  eansider,  beHeVe,  suppose,  or  suspect,  that  any  part  of 
the  money  foi^  die  pur^rhasa  had  beeivtaken  from  the  pRtb* 
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He  purse ;  and  I  believe  that  the  ti^eight  of  evidence  mint  r 
induce  every  candid  mind  to  believe,  that  whatever  mis-M 
conduct  the  noble  defendant  has  been  guilty  of,  arose  |>^ 
rather  from  inadvertence;  than  what  roust  be  taken  to  he 
the  assertion  of  tlie  honourable  managers,  namely,  thai 
Lord  Melville  has  knowingly  acted  contrary  to  what  was 
his  bounden  duty. 

"  With  regard  to  the  small  item  of  2000/.  the  witness 
who  proved  it  had  no  recollection  of  the  transaction.  That 
the  noble  defendant  bought  it,  is  true,  and  at  the  time 
stated  ;  but  there  is  not  a  tittle  of  evidence  adduced  to 
prove  that  the  sum  with  which  it  was  bought  was  public 
money,  that  it  was  within  his  Lordship's  knowledge,  orl'^ 
tluit  he  gave  orders  to  repay  it,  and  therefore  I  shall  not 
trouble  your  Lordships  further  upon  that  point  On 
other  items  of  2,000/.  or  2,400/  I  shall  forbear  to  coniif>^ 
xnexfty  as  the  witness  who  proved  tbem  had  no  recollec- 
tion to  what  they  related.  I  shall,  however,  refer  yow 
Lordbhips  to  that  which  the  witness  stated  on  the  sob- 
ject  He  was  asked,  *  Have  you  any  reason  to  doubt, 
that  these  sums  were  not  repaid  from  the  private  money 
of  Lord  Melville  ?'  To  this  enquiry  he  replied,  *  that  be 
bad  no  reason  to  doubt,  as  there  had  been  frequent  con« 
ferences  on  the  subject' 

^^  Another  transaction  I  believe,  was  not  moch  relied 
on  by  the  honourable  managers,  I  mean  that  respecting 
4C  >()/.  advanced  by  Mr.  Trotter  to  Lord  Melville,  on 
bc.ri  without  interest.  From  the  very  terms  on  which 
the  loan  was  granted,  it  appears,  that  it  was  a  private  1^^ 
aifair  between  one  individual  and  another;  and  it  is  |^ 
proved,  that  at  the  time  the  4000/.  was  given  lo  the 
noble  defendant,  he  was  not  aware  that  it  was  public 
moncy^  therefore  no  corruption  can  be  imputed  to  tlie  de- 
fendant; and  at  thetimeof  the  advance,  he  agreed  to  re- 
pay Mr.  Trotter  very  soon. 

'*  The  purchase  of  7000/.  in  the  3  per  cent  reduced 
annuities,  you  will  find  substantiated,  if  you  revert  to  die 
testimony  Mr.  Trotter  gave  upon  his  examination.  He 
said,  that  he  purchased  7000/.  in  the  3  per  cents,  and 
upon  the  question  being  asked  him,  if  it  was  made  by  any 
direction  from  Lord^Ielville,  he  replied,  that  he  had  re- 
ceived no  orders  at  all.     It  was  then  demanded  of  liirUi 
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Ibow  that  purchase  catne  to  be  made  without  the  d]>6ctioti 
^f  L.ord  Melville  r  To  this,  be  ans\rered,  that  he  mado 
it  on  the  general  management  of  the  noble  defendants 
affairs;  be  believed  a  sum  of  money  had  been  paid  into 
Lis  hands  at  that  tiine»  on  account  of  bis  Lordship,  and 
be  thought  proper  to  invest  it  in  a  way  which  might  pro* 
ducc  interest  to  Lord  Alelville. 

*^  Such,  my  Lords,  is  the  account  of  this  supposed 
corrupt  transaction,  and  how  is  it  proved  that  Lord*  Mel- 
ville knew  that  the  stock  was  purchased  by  the  public  mow 
iiey  ?   I  have  not,  ray  Lords,  travelled  through  every  mir 
DUte  item  charged  by  the  prosecutors  as  a  personal  cor- 
ruption in  the  money  transactions,  and  I  am  sure^  that  if 
there  had  been  another  instance  of  tlmt  sort,^  you  would 
have  heard  of  it;   for  no  industry  could  elude  the  vigi- 
lance and  activity  of  the  Managers  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  they  have  searclied  all  the  bankers*  books  throngh- 
qut  Britain,  with  whom  the  noble  defendant  had  a-ny  con- 
nection; they  have  ransacked  every  corner,  to  disco- 
ver any  letters,  or  accounts  which  mjght  tend  to  elucidate 
the  subject  of  enquiry;  and  after  a  laborious  search  for 
months  and  months,  these  are  the  only  instances  which 
could  cast  the  least  suspicion  upon  the  character  of  the 
noble  defendant,  or  which  had  the  least  appearance  of 
corruption.    Are  these  then,  my  Lords,  grounds  for  you 
to  declare  that  I^rd    Melville  was  cognizant  of  these 
transactions,  and  for  you  to  pronoijnce,  after  all  that  has 
been  proved  before  you,  that  Lord  Melville  was  the  man, 
who»  from  the  beginning  of  the  year  1766  to  1800,  wa:s 
conniving  at,   and  permitting  the  public  money,   to  tlie 
amountofa  hundred  and  twenty  millions,  passing  through 
his  hands,  to  be  perverted  to  his  private  use  and  emolu- 
ment.    These  instances  of  fraud,  which  have  been  thus 
ostentatiously  brought  before  you,  may  indeed  M^ell  be 
said  to  be — 


•Rari  nantcs  in  gurgile  vasto. 


"  On  the  contrary,  my  Lords,  what  must  be  the  can- 
elusion  you  will  draw  ?  1  have  no  doubt  but  that  you  will 
agree  with  me  in  saying,  he  is  of  a  liberal  and  generpus 
niind^  and  that  he  had  voluntarily  resigned  30,000/.  or 
40,000/.  for  the  advantage  of  the  public. 
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•  Thei-c  is  one  other  subject,  my  Lords,  and  I  beg 
your  pardon  for  having  detained  you  so  long,  tbet  of  .the 
release,  and  destruction  of  the  papers.  This,  my  Lords, 
is  urged  against  us  in  two  distinct  ways.  In  the  first 
place,  the  honourable  managers  assert,  that  it  constitutes 
in  ijtself  a  crime  and  misdemeanor.  The  next  is,  that  it 
furnishes  presumption  in  su{>port  of  the  proof  of  the  cor- 
rupt conduct  of  the  defendant,  and  casts  upon  it  the 
strongest  suspicions.  They  say,  that  he  fraudulently  d^ 
stroyed  all  the  papers,  which  would  have  been  the  means 
of  discovering  the  nature  of  the  transactions. 

**  As  to  the  first  charge  of  the  destruction  of  the  docu- 
ments composing  a  distinct  crime,  I  hope,  my  Lords,  I 
shall  be  able  to  answer  that  in  one  word.  I  assert,  that 
if  the  fact  had  been  proved  to  its  utmost  extent,  it  could 
not  have  been  made  a  crime.  Was  any  individual 
ever  charged  wiA  an  offence,  for  destroying  documeuts 
which  were  to  support  a  charge  against  him.  If  a  per- 
son accused  with  the  foulest  crimes,  were  to  desti-oy  any 
documentary  evidence  intended  to  establish  his  guil^ 
that  circumstance  might  very  properly  be  argued  as  a  pre- 
sumption Qf  his  guilt;  but,  the  destruction  taken  ab- 
stractedly constitutes  no  crime,  and  therefore  the  oblite- 
tion  of  testimony  is  no  offence. 

"  But,  say  the  prosecutors,  it  is  a  misdemeanor  from 
the  very  nature  of  the  documents,  because  they  consisted 
of  public  accounts,  and  which  a  servant  of  the  public 
cannot, destroy.  But,  in  answer  to  this,  I  say,  that  the 
whole  supposition  arises  from  a  mistake  :  the  papers 
were  not  public  accounts,  and  the  evidence  has  shewn 
that  they  were  not.  All  the  books  charged  to  have  been 
destroyed,  were  of  a  private  nature,  the  documents  of 
persons  who  certainly  held  official  situations,  but  which 
did  not  on  that  account  become  public  papers. 

"  Tliere  is  not  a  circumstance  to  shew,  that  a  single 
document  was  of  tlie  kind  specified  by  the  honorable  mt* 
nagers;  but,  in.order  to  substantiate  that  they  were,  tes- 
timony is  adduced  of  such  a  nature,  that  it  is  impossible 
(Bven  to  suppose  that  the  papers  were  of  the  sort  which 
has  been  mentioned  ;  and  therefore,  in  the  absence  of  all 
proof,  there  must  be  an  end  of  that  part  of  the  charge. 

■  ^•The 
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*'  iTiC  only  remaining  point  now,  is  regarding  tfie  cfoc- 
trine*  of  presumption. 

'  "  VVlien,  my  Lords,  at  the  dose  of  the  case,  they  founrf 
that  the  whole  of  what  they  called  pasitive  testimony,  feif 
from  uncter  them,  and  that  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Trotter 
operated  the  contrary  way  to  that  which  they  expected: 
tiien,  my  Lords,  they  tried  their  hand  at^presumption,  to 
which  they  were  under  the  necessity  of  having  recourse. 
If,  my  Lords,  there  be  positive  proof  in  the  case,  pre-' 
sumption  can  be  of  no  weight. 

**  But  let  us  examine  for  a  moment  what  inferences 
you  are  to  draw  from  this  presumption.  They  say,  that 
you  are  to  conclude  from  it,  that  the  India  Stock  was  pur* 
chased  with  the  public  money,  within  the  knowledge  of 
Lord  Melville;  that  you  are  tojjjuess  at  facts  from  the  un- 
known contentaof  unknown  papers,  which  have  been  lost 
or  destroyed  ;  and  in  the  teeth  of  positive  proof,  that  yoa 
are  to  infer  guilt.  I  rather  think,  my  Lords,  this  doctrine 
of  presumption  would  not  be  permitted  in  a  capital  ca.se^ 
Where  it  was  proved  that  certian  clothes  were  destroyed^ 
as  was  sapposed  by  the  prisoner,  and  it  w^ould  be  difilcult 
to  make  me  believe,  that  the  learned  judge  would  direct 
tihe  jury  to  come  to  a  conclusion  of  crime,  from  the  con^ 
dition  of  such  clothes,  and  their  subsequent  destruction; 
but  I  think  he  Vvould  tell  them,  that  it  was  not  evidence 
upon  which  they  could  give  a  verdict  of  guilty.  But 
What  would  be  said  if  a  person  should  appear  in  the  box 
to  state,  that  the  prisoner  at  the  bar  did  not  destroy  the 
clothes,  but  that  he  himself  did  it,  for  purposes  of  his  owii^ 
and  that  the  prisoner  had  no  concern  whatever  in  it. 
What  then,  my  Lords,  would  you  say  to  a  presumption 
Kke  that  ?  What  v^ould  you  think  if  it  were  proved,  that 
the  clothes  were  old,  and  of  no  value,  aud  that  therefore 
they  were  burnt  ?  Such,  ray  Lords,  is  the  case  now  before 
you,  the  whole  evidence  in  which  consists  of  presump- 
tion. 

**  But  let  us  advert  to  the  letter  from  the  noble  defen-^ 
dant,  of  the  30th  of  June,  to  the  Commissioners  of  Naval 
Enquiry,  upon  this  subject.'*  [The  learned  Counsel  hero 
read  the  letter.]  It  commenced,  by  acknowledging  tlie 
receipt  of  a  precept,  requiring  an  account  of  balances ;  it 
tiextproceedfed  to  state  the  lapse  of  time  that  had  takewv^^^^ 
i  2  111  was* 
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sinee  the  transactions.  It  then  proceeded  to  the  mntuat 
release  entered  into  by  the  noble  defendant  and  Mr.  Trot* 
ter.  It  afterwards  went  on  to  mention  the  destruction 
of  the  papers  during  his  Lordship^s  absence  in  Scotland} 
and  concluded,  by  expressing  Lord  Melvilles  h illingness 
to  supply  the  account  required,  if  it  were  possible,  anc)  his 
inability  to  do  so.     Mr.  Plomer  then  continued : 

*^  That,  my  Lords,  is  a  letter  put  in  evidence  as  an 
auxiriary,  to  shew  the  wilful  and  fraudulent  destructioa 
of  the  documents ;  but  I  will  venture  to  ask  your  Lord- 
ships, if  a  more  natural  account  could  be  given.  This, 
my  Lords,  is  the  letter  of  one  who  knew  not  that  he  was 
to  be  called  upon  at  a  future  period,  and  which  accounts 
for  the  destruction  of  the  papers  in  the  most  natural  and 
innocent  manner.  It  takes  place,  after  all  balances  had 
been  settled  with  Mr.  Trotter  and  the  public;  and  it  is 
not  easy  to  suppose,  that  Lord  Melville  occupied  himself 
in  destroying  documents,  for  which  he  conceived  he  could 
have  no  further  use.  In  aid  of  this  supposition,  Mr. 
Trotter  has  sworn  before  you,  that  it  was  the  general  ha* 
bit  of  Lord  Melville  to  destroy  papers  of  no  value,  for  a 
Ions;  time  before  the  precept  issued  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Naval  Enquiry,  therefore,  nrty  Lords,  1  would  ask  you, 
if  any  unfavourable  inference  can  be  fairly  drawn  from 
that  circumstance.  The  papers  were  destroyed  after  all 
Lord  Melville's  private  accounts  "were  settled  in  the  year 
1800;  and  can  he  be  blamed  for  it,  when  they  cot^Id  be 
of  no  further  use.  The  only  account  which  remained, 
and  which  existed  long  before  the  release,  had  been  set- 
tled between  Lord  Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter.     Under 

• 

such  circumstances,  it  only  remains  for  me  to  entreat  yoa 
to  draw  no  hasty  conclusions  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
noUle  defendant.  Every  endeavour  has  been  made  to 
press  the  charges  most  hardly  against  Lord  Melville ;  and 
1  ask  your  Lordships,  if  there  ever  was  a  case,  which  re- 
quired for  its  support  so  many  presumptions.  You  find 
that  Air.-  Trotter  comes  forward^  and  declares  to  you, 
that  at  tlie  time  of  the  destruction  of  the  documents*  he. 
^^as  in  London;  and  that  the  release  between  tjovd  MeV» 
ville  and  himself  had  long  before  been  agreed  on^  In« 
stead  of  the  release  being  to  benefit  Lord  Melville,  it  was 
for  the  purpose  of  arming  himself  against  prosecutiofli 
i  3  ao4 
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iind  for  which  purpose  he  consulted  the  most  respectable 
authority  in  the  law ;  and  in  consequence  of  advice,  the 
release  was  prepared,  in  which  the  clause  for  the  destruc^ 
^lon  of  books  and  papers  vvas  inserted,  and  was  sent  into 
Scotland  to  the  noble  defendant  for  the  purpose  of  being 
executed  by  him. 

**  With  respect  to  the  carelessness  of  Lord  Melville, 
on  the  management  of  his  private  concerns,  I  shall  not 
Irouble  your  Lordships,  but  shall  only  refer  you  to  difPe* 
rant  stages  of  the  evidence,  where  his  general  indiffpr* 
ence  with  regard  to  his  private  concerns  is  stated. 

"  My  Lords,  in  this  case,  it  certainly  is  not  my  inten* 
tiop  to  trouble  you  with  much,  if  any  evidence  at  all,  be-* 
cause  it  must  be  apparent  to  every  one  of  your  Lordships, 
that  the  cfise  made  by  the  prosecutors  does  not  call  for 
it.  With  regard  to  the  general  subject  of  the  charges,  I 
shall  not  produce  any  witnesses.  The  case,  on  this  part 
of  it,  does  not  admit  of  further  testimony  being  adduced, 
because  the  transactions  were  only' known  to  Lord  MeU 
ville  and  Mr.  Trotter,  and  the  latter  has  been  called,  so 
|hat  all  the  sources  of  evidence  have  been  exhausted ;  but 
I  conceive  the  defendant  cannot  in  any  way  be  required 
to  produce  witnesses  to  waste  your  Lordships*  time,  wbep 
the  facts  proved  by  the  prosecutors,  have  amply  made  out 
bis  defence. 

^^  la  such  a  situation, '  it  is  quite  enough  for  me  to  say 
to  the  honourable  managers,  your  evidence  does  not  sup- 
port your  charges,  but,  on  the  contrary,  most  manifestly 
disproves  them ;  and  the  testimotiy  of  Mr.  Trotter^  de« 
stroys  every  idea  of  corruption  ;  your  articles  are  nega- 
tived by  the  principal  witness  called  to  convict  the  noble 
defendant.  I  hope,  therefore,  my  Lords,  it  will  not  be 
said,  that  Lord  Melville  is  destitute  of  proof,  when  he  has 
the  best,  the  most  unsuspected  evidence,  that  of  the  pro- 
secution, which,  by  destroying  their  case,  supports  the 
defendant. 

"  It  may  be  said,  my  Lords,  thi^t  we  might  have  had  re* 
course  to  general  evidence,  but  Lord  Melville's  character 
has  long  been  before  the  public,  long  been  before  yoMr 
Lordships,  or  I  might  here  give  testimony  to  his  into* 

frity,  bis  vigour,  and  his  energy  in  his  public  situations, 
cannot^belp  observing^  that  it  has  been  a  little  har^ 
1  2  N  2  upon. 


vtpon  the  nobl6  defendant  that  his  private  ad  weU  M  pMbr 
Uc  affairs  have  been  brought  under  your  coasi€ieraUoa» 
I  M  ill  not»  my  Lords,  pursue  the  subject  farther,  but  leavQ 
}i  to  your  own  minds.  You  have  heard  that  all  thalii 
imputable  to  the  noble  defendant,  might  have  boen  attri^ 
buted  to  the  most  honorable  man,  and  you  have  seen  that 
Mr.  Trotter  continued  for  two  years  during  the  Trcaso* 
rership  of  Mr.  Bathurst,  illegally  drawing  the  public  mxh 
ney  from  the  Bank  of  England.  All  this,  my  Lords,  might 
have  taken  place,  without  the  persons  who  succeeded  Lord 
Melville  being  chargeable  even  with  neglect. 

,"  Would  it  be  .said,  my  Lords,  that  an  officer  is  to  be 
Itnswerable  for  more  than  his  predecessors  ever  were, 
whose  office  was  executed  by  deputy  ?  But,  will  it  be 
disserted,  that  the  public  concerns  committed  to  the  care 
of  Lord  Melville,  were  neglected ;  you  have  had  it  prov^ 
by  Mr.  Bragge  Bathurst  that  it  was  tlie  custom  of  the 
office,  for  the  Treasurer  not  to  interfere  excepting  io 
particular  cases,  but  that  the  ordinary  buainees  0f  tbs 
pffice,  such  as  the  payment  and  the  receipt  of  moaey, 
was  left  to  the  Paymaster  ;  and  I  will  ask  your  Lor4« 
fhips,  if  Lord  Melville  is  culpable  if  be  did  thesai»e  ? 

*^  Upon  this  subject  you  have  heard  that  the  noble, 
defendant,  ibo  far  from  being  negligent  of  his  duty,  nl 
tenut^ii  to  all  the  principal  business  of  the  offipe,  and  tbe 
honorable  manager  himself  wi^s  compelled  to  admit  it, 
when  he  said,  *  It  is  with  satisfaction  I  give  credit  to 
good  deeds,  and  it  is  with  pecuUkr  pleaeure  I  state,  that 
whiffe  Mr.  Dunda^  was  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  many 
meritorious  regujations  took  place  for  the  relief  of  the 
M'idows  and  orphans  of  sailors,  and  by  his  interference  in 
the  regulations  respecting  the  wills  of  mariners,  he  had 
prevented  the  commission  of  crime,  and  its  fatal  conse- 
quences^  under  the  sword  of  public  justice,  and  for  whict) 
he  deserveis  the  thanks  of  his  Country/ 

^^  How  different  is  the  statement  we.  hear  from  the 
Jionorable  and  learned  manager  who  summed  up  theevi* 
d^nce  for  the  Hoqse  of  Commons,  He  told  us  that  Liord 
Mehillo*s  private  alTairs  flourished,  while  the  public 
poaceriis  withered  under  his  management 

'  I  shall  trpui)le  your  Lcrdships  with  but  one  worii 
^  IDQ.  e  uj)Oii  fh\^  ^os(  important  pc(:asiao^  After  the  nobl^ 

d^fendapt 
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Ac^endant  had  been  pre -Judged  and  calamniated  throughr 
every  part  of  the  nndtropolis,  he  preferred  this  mode  of 
proceeding,  because  he  thought,  that  if  the  question  of 
corruption  and  connivance  were  to  bd  discussed,  your 
Lordships  would  4iave  an  opportunity-  of  examining  mi- 
putely  into  every  circumstance,  and  be  trusted,  that 
from  your  hands,  he  might  receive  more  ample  justice; 
and  because  be  was  aware,  that  yoa  .would  discharge 
your  duty  with  satisfaction  to  your  own  minds,  and  honor 
to  your  country.  .  " 

''Whatever  is  wholly  unsupported  in  the  chai'ges  against 
the  noble  defendant*  you  will  not  take  into  your  conside- 
ration* JFrom  hia  own  negligence  and  imprudeoc^  he  haf 
already  sufTeied  a  most  severe  punishment. 

*^  Your  Lordships  are  about  to  fultil  a  most  soleipa 
and  important  duty :  you  are  now  to  determine  the  fate 
of  a  man  who  is  on  the  point  of  appearing  before  a  triba* 
nal  more  awful  than  that  to  which  he  is  now  amenable: 
although  your  Lordships  constitute  the  highest  tribunal 
in  the  world,  you  will  acquit  yourselves  with  honor  in  the 
face  of  the  whole  British  ination,  and  in  the  presence  oC 
the  representatives  of  surrounding  Empires. 

^*  The  noble  defendant  is  now  called  upon  in  the 
evening  of  life,  to  answer^for  his  conduct,  after  a  period 
of  no  less  than  forty  years  actively  employed  in  the  service 
of  his  country.  His  prosperity  during  the  short  re- 
mainder of  his  existence  depends  on  the  judgment  whicl^ 
you  shall  pronounce,  to  which  he  will  bow  with  implicit 
reliance  on  the  wisdom,  the  integrity,  and  thejustke  of 
Wixt  I/>rdship8» 
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THVBSDAT,  MAT  I5TH, 

^^R.   PLOMfR  said,  he  should  now  call  evidence  09  tb^ 
pan  of  the  noble  defendant; 

The  Clerk  for  the  orders  of  Cotmcil  called,  sworn  ^  0nd  exanmci 

by  Mr.  Planter. 

Q.  What  is  the  book  you  have  before  you  } 
A.  It  contains  the  orders  of  Council. 
Q.  Report  the  order  of  Council  iu  |7D5  ? 

Mr.  Barlowthen  read  frorp  page  8,  the  recommendation  ofCoufiv 
ci),  proposing  a  Salary  for  the  Secretaries  of  State  at  6,000/.  free 
of  ail  deductionsi  and  in  lieu  of  all  emoluments  whatefver.     The 
aaiaries  of  the  TJnder  Secretaries  of  State,  to  be  1,500/.     It  stated 
that  the  Lords  of  the  Council  having  considered  the  Report  of  rhe. 
Commissioners,  appoitued  under  the  Act  of  the  25th  of  the  King/ 
respecting  the  Secretaries  of  State^  think  it  adviseable>for  his  Ma- 
jesty  to  confirm  the  ordinance  proposed,  &c.  by  the  said  Coo^ 
missiopers ;   (which  .appear  to  be  approved  of  by  the  said  Secri6- 
taries  of  State;)  and  likewise  the>  arangements   there  rccom^ 
mended,  &c. 

Then  page  168,  follows  the  Order,  in  consequence  of  this  re- 
commendation;  which  states,  that  his  Majesty^  taking  into  his  most 
gracious  consideration  the  above  respecting  tne  offices  of  the  Prin- 
cipal Secretary  of  State,  as  recommended  by  the  Commissionei^ 
appointed  under  the  Act  of  the  2^k\\  of  the  King,  and  his  Majesty's, 
approving  thereof,  and  of  the  further  regulations  proposed  by  the 
Principal  Secretary  of  State,  doth  command  and  order  that  the  same 
be  adopted,  atKi  that  the  Principal  Secretary  of  State  do  give  direcr 
tions  for  the  same  accordingly. 

(An  exception  is  introduced  into  these  doaiments  which  is  no^: 
material.) 

Mr.  Pollock  stoom,  and  examined  by  Mr.  Plomer. 

Q.  Are  you  chief  clerk  in  the  Home  Department  in  the  Secretary  of 
State's  Office? 
A.  laia. 

Q.How 
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Q,  How  long  haTe  joa  been  in  that  6ttuation> 

A.  Forty-nine  yeahu 

Q.  Do  you  pay  the  salary  of  the  Secretary  of  IState  for  the  Home 
Department  ? 

A.  I  do.  ^ 

Q.  Did  you  pay  the  salary  to  Lord  Melville,  when  he  held  that  situation^ 

A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  It  is  scarcely  necessary  then,  to  ask  you  as  to  particular  dates  ; 
4id  you  on  the  Sth  of  June,  I7i^i  ? 

A    I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  you  on  the  12th  of  January,  1792  > 

A.  I  did  not. 

•Q.  Did  you  on  ^ny  occasion  from  that  time  to  the  IDth  of  July,  1104^ 
pay  the  said  salary  to  Lord  MelvilJe  ? 

A.  I  did  not. 
«  Q.  if  the  salary  had  been  demanded  of  youi»y  Lord  Melville,  would 
jou  have  paid  it  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  During  that  time  have  you  accounted  for  fees? 

A.  For  some  I  have. 

Q.  Down  to  what  prriod  ? 

A.  I  think  to  July,  1794. 

Q.  Was  lord  Melville  entitled  to  a  salary  exclusive  of  fees  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q   I  am  speaking  of  the  first  period.    What  was  the  amount  of  the  tz 
Ury  to  which  Lord  Melville  was  entitled,  from  the  9th  of  June,  17^1,  down 
to  the  time  of  the  order  of  Council  making  new  arrangement^  with 
respect  to  such  salary  ? 

A.  He  would  have  been  entitled  to  1 1  lOl.  2&  lO^d. 

Q.  And  from  that  time,  to  the  time  of  his  going  to  the  War  Department? 

Q.  He  was  entitled  to  14,0581.  18s.  lOd.  ^ 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  fees,  prior  to  the  order  of  Council,  de- 
ducting the  sum  you  have  named .' 

A.  8321.  8s. 

Q.  Had  the  order  of  Council  any  effect  as  to  these  fees  ? 

A»  None. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  fees,  subsequent  to  the  order  of  Council  > 

A..  It  was  12,^581.  45. 4d|. 

Q.  What  IS  the  total  amount  to  which  Lord  Melville  was  entitled,  and* 
which  he  did  not  receive  ?  * 

A.  5,9321.  8s.2|d. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  before  the  order  of  Council  ? 

A.  2,7161.  5s.  0^. 

Q.  Have  the  whole  of  those  turns  been  received  for  the  Public,  by  hjs 
Lordship's  rehnqaithment  of  them  ? 

A.  They  have. 
> 

T7ir  JVitnes$  cross '€xamined,  by  Mr.  Whitbread: 

Q.  Was  it  the  duty  .of  your  situation  to  pay  the  fee^rand  salary  in  the 
Secretary  of  State's  department;  and  during  the  time  Lord  Melville  re- 
received  his  fees,  was  it  through  the  hands pf  the  witness  ? 

A.  Yes,  it  was* 

.     ,  Q.T. 
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Q.  To  whom  did  yoQ  pay  wbat  you  did  pay  <m  accoanl  of  Lui 
llelviUe? 

A.  To  my  Lord**  banker,  or  to  his  brothcf ,  or  ageot. 

Q.  Will  you  swear  to  the  calculation  you  have  raade^  that  the  som  n 
accurate  ? 

A*  I  think  it  is* 

After  a  few  questions  from  Lord  Lauderdale^ 

Mr.  J.  Chapman^  sworn^  and  examined  by  Mr.  Plomer. 

Q»  Arey9U  chief  clerk  in  the  Secretary  of  State's  office  for  the  Waf 
Department? 
A.  1  am. 
Q.  Were  you  so  in  March  17d5  ^ 

•  A,  I  was. 

Q.  Were  you  the  person  by  whom  the  salary  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
is  that  department  would  have  been  paid } 

A.  Yes, 

Q.  How  much  did  you  pay  to  Lord  Melville  } 

A.  1  do  not  know  the  total  amount^  but  I  paid  him  the  salary  at  i\\t 
fate  of  2,1)001.  a  year,  from  January,  1795,  to  June^  1800,  and  at  the  lafe 
of  4,000).  a  year,  from  the  latter  date,  to  the  time  his  Lordship  resignedi 
in  March,  ISO  I. 

Q.  What  was  the  amount  of  the  difierence  betwcn  what  Lord  Melville 
iras  entitled  to  receive  and  what  he  did  receive? 

•  A»  From  July,  1794,  to  the  time  of  his  resignation,  he  relinquished 
more  than  26,0001.     « 

Q.  Are  you  speakingof  the  War  Department  only  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  Wholly  uncoonected  with  the  relinquishment  of  the  Home'De* 
partment  ? 
A.  Yes.  ,     .  • 

I 

Cross*examincd  by  Mr.  Whitbreud. 

Q.  Were  you  the  cbannel  through  which  what  he  was  to  receive,  was 
t^  be  paid  ? 

A.  1  was. ' 

Q.  Did  you  actually  account  with  Lord  Melville  for  what  he  did 
rececive  ? 

A.  Yes. 

Q.  Was  the  salary  due,  ten<kred  to  Lord  Melvilh? 

A.  When  the  first  quarter's  salary  was  due,  I  suppose  I  asked  him  ifbt 
would  receive  it. 

Q.  Do  you  know  the  reason  why  Lord  Melville  did  not  receive  hil 
^lary  subsequent  to  the  order' of  Council  > 

A.  Because  Lord  Melville  received  40001.  a  year,  as  Treasurer  of  the 
Navy,  and  he  had  other  salaries  from  other  quarters,  amounting  to  6000L 
•  V  Jear. 

•  Q.  Do  you  mea»|  that  witk  hid  other  oficeshe  had  6000L  a  year? 
A.  1  thought  so. 
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After  ooe  or  (wo  farther  questiooSp 

The  Witness  was  re-examined  by  Mr.  Plorner. 

Q.  If  Lord  Melville  had  been  so  disposed,  might  he  not  have  received 
his  salary  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  and  also  as  Secretary  to  the  War 
Department? 

A.  I  do  not  know. 

Q.  Had  you  authority,  and  would  you  have  paid  it  if  demanded/ 

A.  I  should  have  paid  it. 

Q  Had  you  any  reason  for  not  paying  it,  but  the  relinquishment  of 
Lord  Melville? 

A.  None. 

Mr.  Plomer.  My  Lords,  it  has  now  been  proved,  that  Lord 
Melville  has  resigned  for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  86481.  tSs.  2d. 
in  the  Honie  Department,  and  26,08 11.  73.  5d.  in  the  War  De- 
partment, which  together,  constitute  a  sum  relinquished  by  his 
Lordship,  of  34,7901.  Os.  7d. 
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MR.  ADAM 

JN  0\V  rose,  to  conGlode  the  case  on  the  park  o#  the  b(^ 
bie  dcfeodan^  wb^b  he  did  to  the  following  effect: 

**'My  lords,  I  am  now  to  discbarge  an  awful  dut;^ 
nendtred  in  one  respect  still  more  arduous  by  tba  empha- 
^icaVand  powerful  reasoning  submitted  toyeur  Liordships 
by  my  learned  colleague.  I  bope  I  shall  have  resolutiqiy 
to  perform  what  I  have  andertaken;  to  collect,  ^rranper 
and  deliver  my  though^  in  a  way  to  make  myself  intelli- 
gible ;  and  my  best  apology  for  intruding  myself  u^n 
your  Lordships'  notice  is  this,  that  I  shall  endeavour  tt* 
say  nothing  that  is  not  completely  to  the  purpose. 

*^  It  is  my  intention  to  discuss  the  law  in  tlie  first  in- 
stance, unembarrassed  by  the  facts  in' evidence,  that  tltt- 
legal  part  of  the  enquiry  may  not  be  so  blended  with  the 
narrative  as- to  render  them  both  obscure. 

'*  Before  I  stale  the  eonstruction  I  apply  to  the  Sith 
Geo.  III.  let  me  entreat  your  lordships  to  recollect  our 
fact,  and  to  retain  it  in  your  minds  through  all  the  i;aiiur 
fications  of  this  important  case,  and  it  is  this :  that  the 
noble  and  eminent  person,  who  is  under  your  adjudica- 
tion, is  at  the  moment  that  I_am  speaking  to  you,  and 
has  hem  ever  since  he  lefk  the' office^  of  Treasurer  of  the 
Navy,  in  this  situation  r  he  owes  not  a  shilling  to  the 
public ;  he  had  paid  up  every  farthing  due  from  him,  and 
not  only  this,  but  the  navy  has  suffered  no  impediment^ 
and  the  country  has  sustained  no  loss ;  no  payment  wa» 
«ver  procrastinated  during  the  whole  time  his  lordship 
was  engaged  in  this  public  duty.  This  is  a  very  conspi- 
cuous feature  in  this  ca^e,  and  it  is  fit  that  it  should  not 
escape  the  attention  of  your  )ordships  or  of  the  public. 

*^  TbefK)ble  defendant  is  accused  of  having  been  tlie 
breaker  of  that  liew  wbicii  be  himself  framed.  Before^ 
8uc^  a  cbai^e  is  considered  just,  it  is  right  that  the* 
law  should  be  narrowly  examined,  and  correctly  under- 
stood. 

*^  If  this  act  ou^t  la  be  cc^wsXTwedL  Vj  viW\.\&>\\tKiaf 


ii€  dUfute,  you  will  fmd  that  the  law  i^  what  ^h  stafg  k 
to  be,  and  that  there  is  nothing  obligatory  on  the  Trea^ 
wiier  of  the  Navy  to  prevent  his  dravi  ing  oiit  tlie  money 
from  the  Bank  of  England^  under  the  proper  assignments 
Bnam^he^Mr^iper  Board. 

**  The  act  consists  of  two  parts,  which  are  perfectly 
cKstmct  in  their  nature:  the  first  is  to  secure  the  pay- 
iiedtSalrofli  the  £xc)fequer;  the  second,  is  to  . permit  the 
money  for ^t he  public  ser^viees^to  be  drawn  frotn^lheiianJc. 
Here,  then,  are  two  considerations ;.  the  one  relates  to 
the  contrivance  for  the  carriage,  by  which  the  money,  in 
its  receipt  inward,  shaH  find  its  pbice  ki  the  account  af 
the  Treasurer :  the  other  is,  4hat  it  shall  be  at  the  caH 
of  the  Treasurer,  or  his  Paymastei*,  for  the  public  pur*- 
poses. 

^'  Let  us  look  at  the  first  clause.  You  will  find  there^* 
tfiat  regulations  are  most  anxiously  made  for  transferring 
the  money  in  the  first  instance  to  the  Bank;  and  I  shaU 
hereafter  explain  4tie  gi^at  utility  of  this  arrangement. 
The  meaning  is  clear,  the  sense  4sr  complete  and  perfect 
biH  the  section  adtnils  of  nonsuch. coaslructioo^s«tbat  ' 
which  the;honoar)Eible  managers* impost. 

"  The  Exchequer  is  to  be  memorialized,  the  money  is 
then  td  be  transferred  to  the  proper  re  fiository,  which  ^k 
the  Bank  of  England,  >aQd  it  is  not  to  be  issued  firoih 
thence  Until'k  isxeqoired  for  the  public  service. 

"  The  dbjeet  of  the  legislature  mianifestiy  was,  to  pre- 
rent  the  extraction  of  thepublid  money  until  k  was  actually 
wanted  for  tl)e&ervice,  and  by  this. eiepedient to  prevent 
as  much  as  possiUd,  any  outstandtng  i^alaiices  in  th^ 
band&of  the  ofiters  of  the  estabUshment.  The  Trea- 
surer was  to  requsrie  the  mqtiey  to  be  paid  from  th6 
jExcbequer.to  the  Bank,  but  a  pre) iminary<:ircu instance 
was^  that  the  ^ExcHeqber  was  fto  be  called  upon  by  the 
Board,  and^to  pay  the  smns^of  OMMiey  wanted  to  thjfe 
Treasurer.    Jt  is, , perhaps,  mfhl^  4hat  I'  should'  read  a 

S art  of  this  clause.  ''  F{^  and  after  the  first  day  af 
uly^  1785,  the  Treiasia^  ofim  MeOesty's  Navy  for  the 
tttee  being,  in  all  memoriiis,  to  be  by  him  presented  to 
4he  Treasury  for  money  for  naval  serviees,  sbatt  priay  that 
such  sum  as  he  requires  may  be  issued  to  the  Governor 
#jul  Company  of  the  Bank  of  £nglau(l  on  bis  %ccouvil^ 
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iiid  sIhiH  trariMnit  with  each  memorial,  a  copy  btiht  tet^ 
4eiv  drJatters  from  the  Comrai^ioners  of  the  Navy,  Vic- 
tuallings and  Sick  and  Hurt  Boards,  dii'ecting  him  to 
apply  for  such  smn  or  sums-" 

"  Afterwards  follows  the  passage  respecting  the  mode 
in  which  the  accounts  are  to  be  kept.  "  And  all  saeh 
monies  to  be  issued  to  the  Governor  and  Compai^  of 
the  Bank  of  England  shall  be  placed  on  an  account,  or 
accounts  to  be  raised  in  the  books  of  the  Governor 
-and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  and  to  be  ciw 
titled,  **  The  Account  of  the  Treasurer  of  his  Majes^'ii 
Navy,"  inserting  the  name  of  such  Treasurer  for  the 
time  being  for  the  pay  branch,  cashiers  branch,  attd  the 
victualling  branch/'  ' 

**  The  money  has  now  got  to  the  Bank,  and  it  is  a 
•most  important  part  of  tte  history  of  the  office,  that  be- 
fore this  statute  passed  (with  certain  necessary  excep- 
tions), the  money  was  paid  into  the  Bank,  and  an  a^ 
count  was  Uiei-e  opened. 

"  Thus,  the  money  was  in  the  Bank  at  the  command 
of  the  Treasurer,  and  the  design  of  the  clause  was,  that 
the  account  with  this  repository  should  be  converted  from 
a  personal,  into  an  official  account  Before,  the  Trea- 
surer was  himself  the  Banker,  and  was  entitled  to  use 
the  money  at  bis  discretion.  This  was  the  opinion  of  a 
very  distinguished  person,  whose  eloquence  has  been  dis- 
played before  many  of  your  lordships  in  this  hall.  Mr. 
Burke  said,  that  it  was  by  no  means  the  intention  that 
the  money  was  to  be  conveyed  to  the  Bank,  there  to  re- 
main useless  and  unproductive.  It  was  not  designed, 
that  the  Bank,  or  any  other  public  body,  should  reap 
those  fruits,  to  which  the  public  only  were  entitled ;  and 
this  was  an  opinion  pronounced  On  a  very  serious  occa* 
sion,  in  1783,  one  year  after  he  had  moved  for  a  bill  for 
the  better  payment  of  the  army,  which,  however,  b^g-^? 
found  inefficient,  he  was  obliged  to  bring  in  anotbeFlb 
1783;  to  amend  it.  . 

*^  In  explaining  the  terms  of  the  bill,  so  analogous  to 
the  present,  he  said,  that  it  was  not  the  view  that  the 
money  should  remain  idle  at  the  Bank,  and  that  tbeie 
wus  no  principle  in  his  mind  which  tended  to  substan« 
tiate  any  iUegalityi  if  the  money  were  to  fructify  for  the 
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liene^t'of  thi  party.    Such  was  the  meaning  understDod, 
not  only  by  the  luminous  mind  of  Mr*  Burke,  but  by  tb^ 
^wbole  legislature. 

^'  Let  not  your  lordships  suppose,  that  while  I  amjus<- 

^fying  Ibis  application  of  the  money  to  private  emolu- 

-ttent,  I  am  admitting,  that  any  portion  of  the  money 

was  fi^uetified  for  the  use  of  the  defendant,  and  to  this 

fmrt  of  the  case  I  shall  revert  hereafter. 

''  Under  the  supposition  stated  then,  the  money  is  at 

tbe  Bank,  and  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  no  longer  a 

-banker,  keeps  an  official. account  with  that  institution. 

^     *'  Then,  my  lords,  we  come  to  the  third  section,  and 

^those  who  ^re  accustomed  to  the  courts  below,  will  not 

be  at  all  surprised,  if  I  am  anxious  to  invite  your  parti* 

:€ular  attention  to  the  law  as  here  laid  downl     *  From 

and  after  the  1st  day  of  July,   1785,  no  money  for  the 

•6erv4ce  of  the  navy  shall  be  issued  from  his  Majesty  s 

£xcbequer  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  or  shall  be 

placed,  or  directed  to  be  placed,  in  his  hands  or  posses-^ 

sion ;  but  the  same  shall  be  issued,  and  directed  to  be 

paid  to  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 

vland,  andtobe  placed  to  the  accounts  above- mentioned, 

according  to  the.  services  for  which  it  is  craved  and  is* 

sued.' 

*SNow,  my  lords,  you  will  observe,  that  here  are  ne- 
•gative  words  that  apply  to  the  Exchequer,  and  that  they 
tie  down  the  issues  to  the  Bank.  The  act  has  not  yet  be« 
gun  to  contemplate  what  is  to  become  of  the  money  when 
disposed  of  from  the  Bank ;  it  merely  considers  the  duct, 
OF  channel,  if  I  niay  so  speak,  which  is  to  convey  the 
money  from  the  Exchequer  to  the  Bank,  so  as  to  trans- 
fer it  securely  from  place  to  place. 
^  "  Hitherto,  we  have  found  no  difficulty.  Noscitur  a 
sociis  was  a  sentiment  familiar  in  the  Roman  institutions^ 
and  was  employed  by  a  great  law  lord  in  the  construction 
of  an  act  *  You  must  (said  he)  assist  yourselves  in  the 
general  implication  of  a  clause  by  its  companions  ;'  and 
bilberto,  my  lords,  we  have  discovered  nothing  either 
contradictory  or  incongruous,  but  it  is  the  reverse,  un^ 
derthe  construction  given  by  the  honourable  managers* 

^  We  come  now  to  ttie  second  division  of  the  statute, 
OP  to  that  part  which  relates  to  the  situation  of  the  money 
i.*  in 


286 

in  the  Bank,  which  was  at  first  directed  Id  1^  plaeel 
-ih^rc  in  July,  178J,  aod  subb^quetHiy,  in  178^,  then 
w  as  a  second  account^  called  ilie  New  Act  of  ParlMacBl 
Account. 

''  I  a  111  goin^  to  state  tbings,  'whicb  Qfre  m  tbemsehrte 
3o  plain,  that  1  atii  almo&t  asbfimed  to  iiwite  your  Umf^ 
ships'  attention  to  them ;  bcK  the  fuct  is^  4ilmt  i^atiers  the 
uiost.obvious  and  familiar,  ai>d  «tput>bs  tb^  nK)6t  palpsU^ 
•govern  almost  all  the  circumstf^dces  of  our  lives. 

;'  Then  the  money  is  to  be  aeot,)  unddr  proper  gnart^ 
not)  indeed,  to  lie  in  the  Baak  for  ever,  but^  at  4iie  pro- 
sper time,  to  be  brought  from  thence, 

'^  Every  thing  13  thu^  lied  up,  .through  the  saocesfim 
progress  of  the  business,  uoiil  it  is^to  cotue  ioto  the  bamft 
of  the  lixasurer;  but  when  draMin  out  by  bini  from  the 
Banky  then  the  act  abandons  all  these  restrictiotia.  Tbe 
Treasurer  for  the  time  beingiJs  tbe  persoii  duJy  author 
Tized,  and  his  authority  he  may  delegate.  Here  there  i^ 
a  simple,  distinct  power  in  the  act,  without  limitation. 
Thus  far  the  legislature  intended  to  entrust  this  piiUiC 
officer ;  and  in  the  vast  intercourse  of  mankind,  wkhoqt 
-l)lacing  some  confidence  in  our  fellownaen,  htNuao  a& 
fairs  caniiot  be  conducted. 

**  What  is  the  course  of  office  ?  The  Treasurer  of  the 
JSTavy  appoints  his  Paymaster,  and,  indie  early  part  of 
his  official  situation,  Lord  Melville  nominated  Mr.  Dou^ 
las  in  that  capacity.  Then  tbe  Kilause  says,  tliat  from 
and  ai\er  the  1st  day  of  July,  1785,  the  Treasurer,  or 
his  attorney,  shall  draw  upon  the  Bank  of  £n^aDd;'and 
in  these  words,  and  under  these  circumstances,  as  con^ 
tained  in  the  fourth  section,  *  The  Treasurer  of  his  A^ 
jesty's  Navy  for  the  time  being,  by  himself,  or  the  peiv 
son  or  person^  in  bis  office  duly  authorized  by  tbe  said 
Treasurer,  from  *and  after  the  1st  day  of  July,  ITSS^ 
shall  draw  upon  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank 
of  England  for  aU  navy  services  whatever,  and  shall  spe^ 
<:ify  in  each  and  every  draft  the  head  of  service  for  which 
the  same  is  drawn;  and  no  draft  c^  the  said  Treasarerj 
or  the  person  or  persons  authorised  as  aforesaid,  shall  be 
<leemed  a  sufficient  voucher  to  tbe  said  Governor  aad 
Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  unless  the  same  spe- 
cifies thQ  l]|pad  pf  service  fpr  wbieb  it  is  drawn,,  and  has 
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leen  actaally  paid  by  the  said  Governor  and  Company 
#f  the  Bank  of  England." 

"  The  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  is  to  draw^  his  appointee 
it  aho  to  draw,  and  a  bead  of  service  is  to  be  specified ; 
and  here  is  an  evident  allusion  to  the  mode  of  conduct- 
ftig  basinest  al  the  office,  for  haw  is  he  ta  acquire  this 
iMe,  01*  bead^  of  service,  but  from  the  ancient  usage  of 
f^  office. 

**  When  ke  drawa  the  money  out  of  the  Bank,  your 
kmislitps  will  observe,  it  is  not  said  that  it  is  to  be  taken 
to  any  particular  place,  it  is  not  slated,  that  it  is  to  go  to 
Ike  chest,  to  the  sub-accountants,  or  otherwise.  No. 
^18  officer  is  to  draw  it  out,  according  to  the  sound  dis* 
cmtion  he  is  supposed  to  possess^  and  be  is  to  aduiinister 
titt  fund  so  drawn  out  to  the  sub-accountants^  or  to  any 
body  else,  in  that  manner  which  his  judgment  shall  dic«- 

There  is  nottben^  in  this  part  of  the  act,  any  such  safe^ 
fluard  as  was  before  provided  prior  to  the  money  dievolv-^ 
mg  into  the  bands  of  the  Trcasuorer ;  and  then  comes  in 
tbe  fifth  section;  the  negative  clausa  '  Ptovided  aN 
ways,  that  the  monies  to  be  issuediato  the  Governor  and 
Company  of  the  Bank  of  England,  on  account  of  the 
Treasurer  of  his  Ma^sty^s  l^iavy,  shall  not  be  paid  out 
af  the  Banfe  iiniess  for  navy  services,  and  in  pii^rsnance 
of  (bafts  tabe  drawn- on  the  Governor  and  Company  of 
the  Bank  00  England,  and  signed;  by  the  Treasurer  of  hif^ 
Majes^*s  Navy  for  the  time  being,  or  the  person  or  per- 
sons autborizedf  tts^  aibresaid  ^.  in^  which  drafts^  sliall  be 
specified  the  heads  o£  seuvice  to^  Trliick  iLc  sums  therein 
niealioiied  ane  to  be  applied:' 

The  connectioa  betv«een  the  act,,  aq(d  the  cm^rse*  of 
^ffiRce^  la  i«hich.  Ij  have  alluded,  is;  here  moniifast.  '^  Iif 
whicb  drafte  shall  be  specriied  the  heads  of  service.*- 
How  are*  these  heads  oi  service  ta  be  known >  Is  therc^ 
any  tiling  in  the*  act  which  points  tO  tlie  heads  of  service^ 
distinguishing  Tv^at  they  are?  Na.— Does  it  say  that  tbd 
money  is  to  bc' carried  to<  any  p^rliculiar  place?  No. — 
Ifheactsays^  it  is* to  be  drawn  out  of  the*  Banlc  for  pur- 
poses therein^  noticed,  and  that  it'  is  only,  ta  ba  paid 
tO'  such,  oi^  siich  heads,  of  service;  There-  is  nothing 
about  suU-accountantS)  nolhing:  ahoot  tiie:  iron  chest; 
I  2  *«^xA 
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fihK)  there  is  no  stipulation  that  the  money  mny  notte 
transferred  to  any  other  account  in  the  Bank.  Thus,  tbt 
etatute  is  obviously  intended  to  continue  the  aflfairs  of  the 
office  precisely  according  to  the  forms  and  reguiatiom 
before  established  in  it. 

"My  lords,  you  have  heard,  that  conformably  wi A 
this  course,  thus,  as  it  were,  recognized  in  the  act,  there 
are  many  payments  under  twenty  shillings,  and  maoj 
more  under  five  pounds.  Besides  these,  there  «re .large 
payments  made  by  bills,  which  bills  are  assigned,  and 
discharged  to  the  payees  in  due.  time. 

"  I  ask  your  lordships,  how  all  this  could  be  efiected^ 
all  this  business  necessarily  resulting  from  the  nature  of 
the  institution,  by  making  the  Bank  a  permanent  depo« 
sitory,  until  the  time  of  the  ultimate  application  of  the 
money.  When  it  comes  to  the  Bank,  where  is^-it  to  go? 
Undoubtedly,  to  the  coffer  of  the  Paymaster  or  Sab? 
accountants,  or  to  Messrs.  Coutts,  or  any  other  safe  and 
eonvenient  sanation  ;  and  if  security  and  commodious^ 
ness  be  regarded,  it  is  immaterial  where  it  goes*  .  Where- 
ever  it  is  destined  to  rest,  it  preserves  its  character  of 
public  money,  and  is  to  be  directed  to  the  public  ser* 
vice. 

Let  us  attend,  my  lords,  a  moment  to  the  nature  of 
the  establishment.  There  is  a  treasurer,  who  has. the 
ojf&ce  bestowed  upon  him,  not  to  discharge  any  active 
duties,  but  who  is  generally  responsible  for  die  conduct 
of  the  business.  He  holds  a  situation  in  which  he  is 
enabled  to  discharge  otlier  functions  from  the  leisure  a^ 
forded  him.  Thus,  there  is  a  Paymaster,  such  as  Mr. 
Latham,  and  others,  respectable  from  their  situation  in 
life,  and  in  whojn  great  confidence  is  reposed.  Besides 
this  principal  officer,  there  are  subordinate  clerks^  many 
of  whom  are  persons  of  fortune  and  consequence*  But 
will  any  one  say,  that  in  these  persons^  the  inferiors  of 
the  office,  there  ought  to  be  a  more  extensive  trust  le- 
posed,  than  in  the  Treasurer,  or  Paymaster  ? 

"  Your  Lordships  observe,  that  the  courseof  business 
must  be  interrupted,  unless  some  money  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  officers  to  be  applied  to  answer  the  numerous 
small  claims ;  now,  is  it  to  be  supposed,  thatit  ivas in- 
tended by  the  act>  to  de^o&Sx  ^^  Tci^we]  \^  >^^  W^d^^  oC 
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lb-accountants,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  Paymaster, 
he  Treasurer  ?    Would  it  not  be  said,  if  any  los3 
,  (and  in  fact  a  loss  did  arise  in  one  case)  that  the. 
lurer  himself  was  responsible  ;  and  yet  how  could 
esponsibility  attach,  if  the  money  were  to  descend  to 
ub-accountants,  without  passing  through  the  hands 
3  Treasurer  and  Paymaster,  or  of  the  one,  and  not 
thcr?   Would  it  be  fit  for  the  Treasurer  to  say,  t 
ray  the  money  to  you  subordinate  clerks,  but. not  to 
Trotter ;  related  to  some  noble  families  here,  and  ia 
ler  part  of  the  kingdom ;  connected  by  friendship 
many  gentlemen  of  fortune,  arid  chosen  by  myself 
:eivc  my  confidence.     My  Lords,  acts  are  to  be  con- 
?d  as  flowing  from  the  feelings  at  the  time  when 
were  performed,  and  not  in  this  case,  from  the  nn* 
tiate  situation  in  which  Mr.  Trotter  now  appears. 
My  Lords,  I  humbly  conceive  this  is  the  true  mean- 
f  the  law,  and  it  is  not  proper  to  distort  the  true 
ing  by  any  forced  construction.     The  error,  per- 
has  arisen  from  a  misapplication  of  the  2d  section^ 
1  relates  to  quite  a  different  matter.     Payments  are 
t  at  the  out-ports,  and  the  party  is  liable  to  a  differ- 
egree.  of  responsibility  to  that  to  which  the  assist:^nts 
mdon  are  exposed.     The  former  have  not  the  money 
the  moment  of  payment ;  by  the  latter  the  money 
be  received  before,  and  the  public  convenience  fcr 
s  it;  and  when  the  Treasurer  goes  out  of  office^  he 
credit  for  what  the  accountants'  pay  in  Lr>ndon,  and 
B  out-ports  for  what  is  the  balance.     It  was  neces- 
to  have  a  particular  clause  for  these  out-ports,  aa 
could  not  be  accommodated  to  the  same  rule  by 
li  the  payments  in  London  are  made.     My  Lords, 
ra  clause  is  formed  for  this  particular  purpose,  is  it 
)etent  to  say,  that  this  regulation,  intended  for  wh^t 
re  explained,  is  to  establish  a  prohibition  with  respect 
rreign  matters,  and  that  without  directing  the  mode 
lich  it  is  to  be  carried  into  effect.     This  would  be  a 
ned  construction,  and  what  your  Lordships  could  not 
»sc.  , 

There  is  one  point  morel  shall  mention  on  this  part 
tc  case.     They  will  ask  what  is  the  object  of  the  sta- 
f  it  be  not  to  keep  the  mone^  \u  tV\^  \iecc\V't  ^  \  ^nt^ 
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make  sonoe  observations  on  a  statute  for  die  regulation  of  p 
the  Treasurer  of  the  Ordnance,  which  will  assist  in  shew-  p 
ing,  that  this  statute  for  the  direction  of  the  Treasurer  of 
the  Navy,  was  for  a  vei'y  different  purpose/* 

(The  learned  counsel  here  read  the  first  and  second 
clauses  of  that  act,  and  made  some  furtlier  commentary 
upon  it,  in  aid  of  what  had  been  before  stated  by  Mr, 
JPldmer.) 

^*  But  it  will  be  said,  under  my  constructioa  from  the 
statute  results  no  benefit ;  in  answer  to  which,  I  say,  that 
the  law,  as  represented  by  them,  would  put  an  embargo 
On  the  payment  of  the  money.  The  Treasurer  and  the 
J^aymaster  have  a  right  to  the  custody  of  the  money,  or 
not;  and  j  contend  that  either  the  one  or  the  other  is  the 
proper  custody  for  it  The  multitude  of  small  payments 
require,  that  the  money  should  be  out  of  the  Bank,  in  or- 
der  to  their  discharge;  and  ifoutof  the  Bank,  where  is 
it  to  bc^  unless  with  the  Treasurer  or  his  Paymaster  ?  Is 
it  to  be  with  the  inferiors  of  office,  who,  from  their  sta- 
tion in  life,  are  not  fit  for  such  a  confidential  situation  ? 
There  is  no  particular  safety  in  the  Bank,  beyend  what 
may  be  obtained  in  numerous  great  private  banking  esta- 
blishments in  this  metropolis. 

"  But  I  was  about  to  state  the  uses  of  this  act,  and 
they  are,  in  my  opinion,  of  a  most  important  nature.  I 
consider  it  as  one  of  the  most  valuable  acts  of  parlia- 
ment which  has  originated  with  this  noble  person. 

"  You  have  heard,  that  Lord  Melville  has  taken  infi- 
nite pains  for  the  commodious  regulation  of  this  office. 
Without  this,  the  act,  in  no  important  particular,  could 
have  been  complied  with ;  for  if  the  payments  had  been 
^o  fettered  as  to  make  such  individual  apply  at  the  Bank, 
all  these  endeavours  must  have  been  inefii^ctual..  The 
payments  to  the  widows  after  the  death  of  the  husband; 
to  the  child  after  the  loss  of  the  parent;  the  payments  to 
creditors  of  various  descriptions  for  small  amounts,  must 
have  been  obstructed,  if  they  were  to  torry  their  piece  of 
paper  to  the  Bank«  to  present  it  at  all  the  distinct  offices 
before  they  arrived  finally  at  the  place  of  payment 

"  This  act  secured  the  money  in  such  a  way,  as  to 
bring  it  in  safety  to  a  plaoe  where  it  couM  be  applied  to 
suck  purposes;  but  the  acl  Uad  ^a  ultedor  qbject  which 
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las  been  carried  into  eflfectj  and  that  was,  to  prievcnt  pre- 
natare  calls  for  money.  By  the  forms  prescribed,  the 
recount  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  became  official/ 
fid  not  personal.  He  was  confined  to  one  accoiiint  at 
he  Bank,  and  could  not  eictend  his  account  so  as  to  blend 
be  ai&ir  to  five  or  six  distinct  divisions. 

•*  Another  design  was,  to  |H-even<  the  £x-Treasurer*tf 
ram  being  an  existing  office,  and  for  this  purpose,  he' 
i^as  to  hand  over  all  the  money  to  his  successor,  and  thus 
rll  the  concerns  and  aeconnts  of  the  office  were  referred 
o  one  set  of  books,  to  prevent  tliat  irregularity  and  con- 
usion,  which  on  the  contrary  would  arise. 

^*  It  was  farther  to  secure  a  yearly  auditing  of  the  ac* 
loiints,  by  calling  upon  the  Treasurer  to  make  up  his 
tatement^,  and  to  prevent  that  negligence  in  this  respect 
vhich  has  been  found  to  be  so  serious  a  grievance. 

*•  These,  my  I^rds,  were  the  grand  objects  of  thii 
•taftute ;  and  they  ere  perfectly  consistetit  with  the  en*» 
ightened  views  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  with  the  iotenti* 
)as  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Accounts,  which  are 
:he  foundation  of  this  arrangement 

/^  My  Lords,  I  beg  ydur  pcuxlon  for  insisting  so  mticU 
It  length  on  this  part  of  the  sahf^et,  but  it  is  in  conse^ 
]uence  of  strong  impressions  on  my^^wn  mind,  impres* 
lions  considerably  deepeoed  by  the  statement  of  my 
ieamed  friend,  and  it  is  of  most  essential  consequence  to 
the  cause,  that  this  matter  should  be  correctly  uefder- 
itood.  r  am  so  decidedly,  so  perfectly  convinced  tlmt 
the  public  have  been  unwanly  mistaken,  and  that  the 
[)nly  material  question  will  be  in  the  stritt  letter  of  the 
[aw.  When  your  Lordships  have  gone  along  with  me  in 
tht^  exposition,  I  trust,  that  you  will  not  only  acquit  the 
noble  defendant,  but.thdtyou  will  consider  him  deserving 
of  the  (hanks  of  his  country. 

**  I  wish  to  pursue  the  subject  in  the  order  in  whieb  it 
vi*ould  be  most  natural  to  follow  it ;  but  I  must  here  nmke 
lome  remarks,  suggested  by  the  summing  up  of  the  bib^ 
nourable  and  learned  manager.  I  know  tHe  powers  of 
his  extraordinary  mind,  and  I  kio^w  also  that  he  has  ap^ 
plied  all  the  ingenuity  be  possesses,  in  order  to  give  your 
Lordships  a  wrong  impression,  but  permit  tM  to  say,  an 
impression  apposed  to  every  principle  iji  <h(^%At^KvY^^K%il 
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tion  of  justice  which  would  prevail  in  this  high  tribunal, 
as  well  as  in  every  other  court  in  this  enlightened  country. 
You  have  heard  the  observations  of  my  learned  friend  od 
the  depositions  of  Mr.  Trotter,  and  on  the  testinionyof 
other  Ayituesses ;  and  it  will  appear  to  you  extraordinaiy, 
that  this  honourable  and  learped  manager,  should  repre- 
sent that  his  Case  was,  according  to  his  own  conception, 
proved.  It  miglit  be  supposed  after  this,  that  be  woujd 
feel  himself  strong  in  his  cause,  and  trust  to  that  evidence; 
but  exercising,  4uy  Lords,  a  sound  discretion,  be  takes  a 
.very  diffc/^ent  course,  and  feeling  the  inefficacy  of  the  tes- 
timony, he  abandons  it,  and  states  presumptions  directljf 
contrary  to  it ;  or  in  other  words,  in  this  highest  court  of 
t^e  kiiigdoin,  instead  of  trusting  to  the  facts  proved,  be 
endeavours  to  avoid  the  facts,  and  to  state  presumptioos 
perfectly  distiiKtand  irrelevant  to  those  facts.  This,  ray 
Lprds,  is  not  consistent  with  the  coui*se  of  proceedingia 
general  practice;  you  are  to  determine  on  die  evidenoe; 
bo^t  instead  of  relying  on  the  facts  disclosed,  they  give  yea 
CQujectHrps.  .. 

*'  I  speak  from  high  authority,  when  I  quote  from  Lord 
Cowper,  who  tells  us,  that  tlie  wisdom  and  goodness  of 
oujr  laws,  appears  in  nothing  more  than  in  the  bumaai^ 
with  which  ihey  a|%  administered ;  of  those  laws,  (says 
bcj)  which  are  tlie  glqry  of  the  country,  and  the  envy  of 
its  neighbours,  I  hope,  my  Lords,  that  this  sentiment 
will  be  treasured  up  in  your  minds,  and  that  you  will  not 
admit  the  eloquence  and  dexterity  of  the  honoiable  aod 
learned  n>anager  to  break  in  upon  the  clear  meaning  and 
boundaries  of  Uie  evidence.  Another  subject  I  have  like- 
wise ji^plored  your  Lordships  to  remember^  as  a  most 
impprtant  consideration  in  this  case,  that  the  noble  de- 
fendant has  not  a  shilling  of  the  public  money  in  his  pos- 
session ;  that  he  paid  over  the  whole,  and  that  the  public 
hftve  not  suffered  a  six-pence,  either  by  pecuniary  loss,  or 
by^CQEiy  interruption  for  a  moment  to  the  progress  of  tbe 
official  business. 

:.  ^*  Tlie  objfjct  of  these  charges  is  to  shew,  that  Lord 
Melville  bad  availed  himself  of  mon^  in  his  own  hands, 
or  those  of  bis  deputy,  for  tbe  purposes  of  private^emolu- 
metft  Tlie  npble  defendwt  is  not  here  to  be  tried  for 
p^t^  d§liaK)^9i^,  jQr  an  accidental  occa^onal  mistake 

6 


whkhii4a«try akid  iitgiMftuiiiy may  di^oovef,  bot.faoer i^h/iTt ^ 
upon  bis  tri^C  und^r  a  [H^osegutiffn  by  tUe  C^Qiniptis  of 
Great  Britaia,  ia  the  situation  of  a,Sitate  crimimi^  for  hav^. 
log  systematically  and  corruptly  used  the  pubilii^rn^oney 
{qv  private  lucre.  Wheth^*  it  was  tp  gratify  agaric?,  foC: 
saaiatiQg  the  demands  M  extravagance,  for  n^aiatainiag; 
the  state  and  dignity  of  his  high;  office/  is  not  now  a  oiatter  / 
for  your  Qoooideration^  Xb^  qiA/e§tio4i  is,  the  fact  of  the 
use,  and  of  the  motive  for  tlmt  use ;  for  nqthing.i^ ctHoii- 
nal  but  what  proceeds  from  the  jieart.  '      ..  ; 

Actio  ntm  est  tens,  nisi  mens  sit  rea;    " 

^^  If  I  shew  that  the  noble  Lord  has  rejected  at  a 
stroke  32,000/.  .which  has  gone  to  the  coffer^  of  the, 
atate;  if  I  shew,  thkt  from  ah  early  period  of  life,  whea 
toiling  in  a  laborious  profession,  he  rose  to  the  higher 
political  dignity  to  which  he  ascended  j  if  I  shew,  and 
my  mcn^ory  will  enable  me  to  do  so,  that  the  habiis  of  his 
life  were  open,  liberal  and  generous ;  if  all  this  be  true,  it 
will  require  a  great  deal  of  proof  to  convince  your  Lord- 
ships that  he  has  searched  in  holes  and  corners;  that  he 
ransacked  the  dead  bank  note  office;  that  he  dealt  in 
small  purchases  of  stock ;  and  that  having  overdrawn  his 
banking  account  a  trifling  sum,  he  took  up  the  public  ^ 
snoney  to  turn  the  balance,  where  no  Interest  was  charged. 
It  would  be  a  stretch  indeed  to  arrive  at  the  conclusions 
they  draw ;  it  would  be  a  stretch  indeed  to  find  his.  exalted, 
mind  guilty  of  corruption,  to  detect  Lord  Melville  filch- 
ing a  miserable  pittance  from  the  public  monies.    What 
is  the  amount  upon  their  own  calculation?  A  mere  trifle^ 
and  I  can  pursue  it  item  by  item,  and  reduce  it  to  no- 
thing ;  and  placing  against  it  the  large  surrender  be  b^ 
made  to  the  public,  in  Justice,  he  is  yet  a  considerable 
creditor.     1  shall  not,,  however,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
defei^e,  make  any  nice,  calculation  of  figures,  I  shall  ra* 
tber  proceed  lower  to  the  subtraction,   without  which 
the  figures  are  inexplicable.     Some  particulars,  however^ 
ihould  not  pass  upnoticed.*  ^         ^ 

(The  learned  counsel  here  proceeded  to  examine  va-; 
rious  items,  many,  if  not  all  of  which,  |mving  been  before 
pbserved  upon  by  Mr,  Plomer,  vt^e  shall  pass  them  over 
in.  this  place.)  •   '^ 

"I  i)Qw  cQme  to  that  part  of  \Vie  c^^^^  viVC\^  xf^»Xft& 
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to  Sir.  Doogfas;  the  Paymaster,  and  which  refers  ta  the 
^t  Treasurarship  of  Lord  Melville,  lliis,  my  LordSr 
applies  fo  the  first  item  6f  10,000/. ;  to  the  questk>n  with 
regard  to  the  Batik  notes;  and  to  the  money  through  the 
idediumof  ]\fessrs.  Muir  and  Atkinson.  I  will  take  these 
in  theofider'in  which  I  have  stated  them,  excepting,  that 
with  respect  to  the  first,  I  shall  include  in  my  oli^rva- 
tions  10,000/.  said  to  have  been  taken  up  about  the  year 
)7&2;  and  I  do  this,  because  the  arguments  which  relate 
to  the  one,  are  also  referable  to  the  other. 

**  With  regard  to  the  first  10,000/.  the  charge  is,  that 
being  a  public  accountant,  he  would  not  disclose  how  be 
bad  disposed  of  this  money;  the  next  is,  (the  implica- 
tion,) that  he  made  use  of  it  for  his  own  emolument. 
With  regard  to  this  sum,  he  did  not  withhold  the  return 
of  it  to  the  public.  At  the  time  he  made  the  declaration 
which  is  alledged  as  a  distinct  crime,  he  had  long,  and 
long  before,  returned  the  money  to  the  cbfTers  of  the  state. 
This  seems  to  me  to  be  very  material.  How  the  money 
was  employed  in  the  intermediate  time,  it  does  not  ap- 
pear to  me  to  be  incumbent  on  the  counsel  of  Lord  Mel- 
ville to  explain,  and  1  confess,  feeling  convinced  of  this,  I 
am  not  able  to  understand  this  part  of  the  charge  ;  he  has 
returned  the  money,  and  where  is  the  criminality  of  not 
disclosing  the  chest,  or  the  individual  with  whom  it  might 
be  deposited.  Tlie  truth  is,  that  the  accusation  being 
wholly  unintelligible  to  me,  I  can  give  no  answer  to  it. 
You  have  heard  of  the  chest  account,  and  of  money  given 
tolword  Melville  under  a  requisition,  but  ibis  first  10,000/^ 
forms  no  part  of  these :  this  was  avowed  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  avowed  afterwards  by  Mr.  Trotter. 

^*  The  second  10,000/.  is  in  a  different  situation.  In 
ihe  year  1796',  there  was  a  sum  of  40,000/.  drawn  from 
the  office,  and  paid  16  Mr.  Pitt.  That  amount,  includes 
this  10,000/.  and  on  the  subject  of  this,  you  are  desired  to 
tfraW  an  inference  directly  opposite  to  that  which  would 
be' deduced  from  the  long  history  of  the  Life  of  Lord  Mel- 
ville. My  Lords,  in  order  to  assist  this  charge,  the  ho- 
nourable managers  have  recourse  to  the  declaration  be- 
fore the.House  of  Commons,  and  it  has  been  stated,  tha^ 
Ihe  tidble  defendant  before  that  dignified  assemWy,  bold- 
ly declar^dj  that  be  had  taken  tUU  money;  but  ihat  when 
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before  tihe  Commbsioners,  instead  of  making  this  manly 
acknowledgment,  he  has  sheltered  his  silence  under  ifui 
excuse  not  to  criminate  himself.  I  i n treat  your  Lord^ 
&bips  to  attend  to  the  f^cts,  and  not  tf>  permityourselves 
to  be  misled  by  the  representations  of  the  lionourable  and 
learned  manager. 

'^  At  the  time  Lord  Melville  was  before  the  Commis<> 
sioners  of  Accounts,  the  application  of  thesumof40,000L 
and  of  the  first  and  second  10,0Q0l.  was  not  disclosed,) 
The  noble  Lord  was  of  opinion,  that  this  should  be,  kept 
a  profound  secret,  and  that  it  \iouid  be  injurious  to  un^ 
fold  the  mystery  with  respect  to  any  of  these.     Another 
circumstance   must   be  attended  to.    The  noble  Lord 
bad  not  learnt,  until  long  after  the  accounts^  of  which 
you  have  beard  so  much  from  Messrs.  Coutta,  v^e  kept 
in  a  mixed  stat^,  blending  the  private  with  tbe  public 
affairs.     On  learning  from  Mr.  Trotter  that  this  confu- 
sion had  been  continued  for  many  years,  that  his  oi^n  • 
private  account  was  blended  with  the  public   money,. 
Lord  Melville  thought  he  was  in  a  vefy  delicate  and 
difficult  situation,  and  that  it  might  be  no  ea^  task  to 
explain  matters  to  tbe  satisfactioo  of  the  Commissioners* 
When  Lord   Melville  was  asked,     *  Whether  be  gave 
permission  to  the  Paymaster  to  withdraw  the  money 
from  the  bank,  and  lodge  it  in  the  hands  of  a  private 
banker,  with  a  view  to  his  deriving  any  advantage  or 
eaiokimentf  he  gave  a  distinct  and  jK>sitive  answer:  but 
when  it  wa3  enquired  if  he  himself  participated  in  tbe 
profits;  he  took  shelter  under  a  protecting  clause  of  an 
important  Act  of  Parliament,  and  why  should  be  not? 
I  will  confidently  say,  that  there  is  no  person  \viiQ  has 
any  regard  for  his  own  character,  who  after  such  an  unex«< 
pected  fact  was  communicated  to  him,  woiild  have  dealt 
otherwise  with  the  Commissioners  than  the  noble  Lord 
did.     No  other  reply  coukl  have  been  given,  crasititently 
with  prudence.     Then  the  application  of  the  public  mo* 
mies  by  Mr.  Trotter  to  his  own  profit  was  another  motive 
for  closing  bis^  lips;  and  I  say  before  your  Lordships^ 
tba(  he  exercised  a  sound,  an  honorable,  a  dignified  das* 
cretion  ;  and  that  he  would  neither  have  beJ3n  found  ho* 
norable  n<>r  dignified,  if  he  had  not  done  so.'  Your  Lord^ 
ship  knows^  tJiat    the  wisdom  of  the  legiAiaXiKt^  \a\st:^- 
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duced  this  clause,  for  the  very  purpose*  of  affording  tlu9 
species  of  protection.  Under  this  authority  we  obtained 
it,  and  I  ask  again,  why  should  he  not?  His  regard  for 
public  duty  led  him  to  conceal  it,  and  that  conceaJment 
Las  occasioned  his  misfortunes,  which  may  tber€?fbre  be 
attributed  to  his  feeling  of  public  duty.  If  atthat  time  Mr. 
Trotter  had  been  relieved  from  civil  consequences,  per- 
haps his  Lordship  would  not  have  considered  such  a  con- 
cealment necessary.  The  motives  of  the  noble  Lord  are 
clear,  his  disregard  of  money  is  notorious,  and  with  |E 
such  an  upright  and  elevated  mind  as  he  possesses,  it  is  |i 
impossible  that  any  mercenary  considerations  should  have  li 
dictated  his  silence.  It 

*'  The  channel  through  which  the  40,000/.  passed,  is 
BOW  known.     Supposing  the  disclosure  of  this  bad  beeo  h 
called  for  before  the  death  of  that  illuatrious  statesman  It 
whom  we  all  revere,   what  would  have  been  the  answer  |l 
of  that  great  man?  Would  l)e  have  sacrificed  tlie  public 
interests  to  his.  owi^  character,  and  would  all  this  conje^ 
ture,  which  the  House  and  learned  Manager  has  applied, 
have  been  directed  to  impeach  the  integrity  of  the  late 
minister?  I  can  easily  suppose  the  sort  of  reply  this  ar- 
dent friend  of  Lord  Melville  would  have  made  to  such 
an:enquiry.    ^  You  have  trusted  in  me  for  twenty  long 
years,  you  have  believed  that  I  have  administered  the 
affairs  of  the  country  \rith  integrity ;  money  for  secret 
service  has  beetv  confided  to  me  to  an  immense  amount, 
and  this  very  sum  which  I  have  taken,  which  has  dona 
to  the  country  an  extitiordinary  benefit,  has  been  re- 
turned to  its  coffers.     The  fulness  of  time  may  cooie 
when  I  may  reveal  its  application,  until  that  period  dees 
arrive,  I  ought  to  be  above  suspicion.'     Thus  my  Lords, 
I  have  placed  Mr.  Pitt  in  the  pi^cise  situation  o(  the  no- 
ble defendant,  and  I  ask  if  that  eminent  person  would  on 
such  an  explanation  have  been  put  upon  iiis  trial  on  a 
charge  of  corruption  ? 

.  **  In  the  year  I7yfi,  thq  explanation  of  the  truth  wouM 
have  not  only  involved  the  destruction  of  individnaK 
but  might  have  been  the  ruin  of  the  country  exposed  as 
if  was,  to  a  destructive  war,  and  when  the  jaws  of  bank- 
ruptcy were  opening  upon  us.  My  Lords,  the  time  ar- 
rived wheji  circumslauc^^  ^^\^  Av&\^<^^  ^vA  M.v.  Pitt 
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thought  it  right  jto  reveal  the  fact.     It  was  disclosed,  and 
its  application  has  been  admitted;  but  the  case  might 
have  been  extremely  different;  and  then  enquiries  might 
have  beeji  pressed  with  the  same  activity  as  in  the  present 
occasion;  and  yet  the  safety  of  the  country  would  have 
requiredi  that  the  silence  of  death  ought  to  b^  preserved. 
The  grave  itself  would  not  have  been  more,  rigid  in  this 
observance  than  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
and. who  would  not  have . presumed  his  innocence?  De 
fe  fabula\narratur.     Who  was  Mr.  Pitt?.  The  intimate 
friend  of  Lord   Melville,   adopting  the  same  political 
maxims;  afriend  in  public,  and  in  private,  pursuing  the 
some  object;  possessing  the  same  con6dence;  sitting  toge-i 
ther  in  the  assembly  of  the  representatives  of  the  people ; 
and  participating  together  in  the  esteem,  respect,  and  sup- 
port of  that  assembly?  What  is  'the  difference  you  are  re- 
quired to  make  with  respect  to  these  two. characters  so 
long  united  in  the  same  cause?  You  are  not  only  to 
withhold  the  same  confidence  from  Lord  Melville,  but  you 
are  expected  to  infer  guilt.     Lord  Melville  then,  with 
Mr.  Pitt,   had  obtained  this  money  for  secret  services, 
and  having  so  obtained  it,  restored  it;  the  account  was 
vrttbin  the  assigned  balances;  no  injury  whatever  was 
suflfered  by  the  public,  and  when  the  fulness  of  time  ar- 
rived, the  whole  was  explained.     Their  individual  acts 
were  the  same,  and  whatever  opinion  your  Lordships, 
or  I  may  'entertain  on  the  wisdom  of  these  acts,  the  po* 
Key  forms  no  part  of  the  consideration.      These  two 
friends  enjoyed  the   public  confidence  for  a  term  of 
eighteen  years,  and  the  inference  of  corruption  from  this 
secrecy  of  Lord  Melville,  is  most  unnatural  when  the 
whole  conduct  of  his  life,  when  his  character  so  long 
established,   is  directly  opposed  to  it.     It  is  in  short, 
against  nature,  and  supported  by  nothing  in  the  history 
of  the  individual. 

"  So  my  Lords,  it  stands  on  the  very  question ;  but 
we  are  not  left  here.  Your  Lordships  compose  the 
highest  criminal  court  of  the  kingdom,  and  on  the  trial 
of  one  from  amongst  yourselves,  you  are  called  upon 
to  do  justice.  It  is  impossible  to  restore  him  to  his 
fornler  feelings  and  situation,  because  it  is  impossible 
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tu  prevent  the  powerful  effect  of  these  proceedings  in  bif^ 
iniiul.  Ikxiy  -my  Ijurds;  although  you  cannot  apply  a. 
cure 'to  his  wounded  sensibility,  you  can  restore  lo  hmt 
his  character'and  his  honor,  and  the  eonaciousness  of  hit. 
own  integrity  will  render  the  short  remainder  of  life 
tolerable.  They  infer  guilt,  but  are  tliey  ivol  to  prove 
it,  are  they  not  bound  to  give  an  account  of  this  money, 
while  it  was  absent  from  the  pubKc  coffers  to  justify  this 
charge  of  corruption?  Do  they  suppose,  that  your 
Lordships  will  presume  guilt,  where  there  is  no  evi*. 
dence? 

^'  But  it  is  said  thera  are  two  Bank  imtes,  and  that 
these  notes  passed  through  ihe  hands  of  Lord  MelvilleV 
banker,  and  you  are  to  conclude  from  this,  that  his  lordship 
used  the  money  to  his  own  profit  Let  us,  my  Lords, 
consider,  what  is  to  be  drawn  from  this  part  of  the  cas«? 
My  learned  friend  has  told  you,  that  we  are  as  solicitoQS 
as  the  honorable  managers,  to  sift  every  thing  to  tlie 
bran.  True  it  is,  that  there  were  two  notes  passed 
twenty  four  years  ago,  (1782),  the  one  composing  m 
part  of  a  sum  of  5000/.  the  other,  a  part  of  a  sum  of 
9000/.  The  one  of  these  was  paid  into  the  banl^  o£ 
Messrs.  Drummond,  the  other  into  the  hands  of  Messrs. 
Moffats,  and  it  is  correctly  stated,  that  they  were  both 
paid  to  those  banking  establishments  into  the  account  oC 
the  noble  defendant.  I  do  not  dispute,  that  the  sum  ef 
600/.  was  produced  from  one  of  these,  and  the  1000/. 
from  another.  Now,  yoor  Lordships  are  called  upon 
to  conclude,  that  because  these  bank  notes^  at  the  dis^, 
tance  of  seven,  and  fifteen  days,  being  taken  by  Mr* 
Douglas  from  the  Exchequer,  and  being  the  identical 
notes  received  from  thence,  that  therefbre  Lord  Melville 
must  have  received  the  money  of  the  public,  and  Jbave 
applied  it  to  his  own  use.  Now  here  is  a  charge  of  cer^ 
ruptioD,  because  Lord  Melville  received  the  same  bank 
notes  which  came  from  the  £xcl>equer.  My  I^ords  I 
have  shewn,  that  in  one  part  of  the  case,  the  presumptiofi 
w  as  contrary  to  the  evidence;  I  shall  now  make  it  equaH]^ 
clear,  that  this  assertion  is  without  the  smallest  evidence 
of  corruptioa.     Is  the  inference  either  necessary  or  na* 
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Mrar?  Mr.  Douglas  is  dead,  Mr.  TrotWr  was  not  pre- 
sent at  the  transaction,  and  we  are  now  removed  to  the 
distance  of  twenty  four  jears.  Henry  El)^unmiond  is 
also  dead,  and  of  all  dticumeatary  evidence  we  are  de- 
prived at  this  period.  The  manner  in  which  this  part 
of  the  accusation  was  pressed  upon  your  Lordshijis, 
makes  what  I  say  regarding  it  appear  to  me  expedient. 
Supposing  this  was  paid  by  a  Trustee,  and  at  the  dis- 
tance of  twenty-four  years,  any  person  to  whose  account 
it  might  have  been  paid  were  to  be  indicted  for  the  of- 
fences here  charged.  Would  it,  my  Lords,  havie  been 
borne,  in  any  court  of  the  kingdom,  that  the  evidenceshould 
trace  the  note  from  place  to  place,  and  that  after  nearly  a 
quarter  of  a  century  had  elapsed,  this  should  be  considered 
as  presumptive  evidence?  The  law  of  thi?  country,  my 
Lords,  is  a  law  of  hutnartity  and  mercy  ;  it  is  the  pro- 
tection of  the  subject,  but  ii:  would  be  the  bane  of  society 
if  such  doctrines  were  admitted. 

'^  X  trust  then,  my  Lords,  that  when  in  aid  of  this  de- 
fence, from  the  remoteness  of  the  transaction,  it  is  con- 
aidered  that  Lord  Melville  was  at  that  time  employed  in  ' 
the  situations  of  Lord  Advocate  of  Scotland,  of  Keep* 
ler  of  thp  Signet,  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  ;  and  diat  he 
wa£  active  in  his  professional  duties;  when  in  addition  to 
this,  it  is  remembered,    that  he  had  an  income  of  eight, 
nine,  or  ten  thousand  a  year,  sball  it  be  said  that  for  the 
;sakc  of  acquiring  6O0i.  in  one  case,  and  iOCK)/.  in  another 
jn  order  to  pay  a  few  bills  against  him,  he  was  guilty  of 
tliis  peculation.     What  was  the  motive  ?  Nearly  at  that 
time,   he  made  a  remittance  of  three  or  four  tboqsand 
pounds  from  his  estates,  and  the  only  object  would  be 
to  save  a  few  shillings  interest  upon  the  transaction,     I 
<leclare  then,  my  Lords,  that.*iuch  an  inference  would  be 
/roi\ti'ary  to  all  the  humane  policy  of  British  law,  from 
5<hich  your  Lordships  will  deviate  in  the  plenitude  of 
your  judicial  power.     Then,  I  say,    this   is  calling  for 
iconclusions,  contrary  to  every  experience  we  have  of 
^ur  nature,  and  with  whatever  energy  the  subject  may  be 
pressed  oii  the  other  side,  it  will  have  no  weight,  in  the 
CPnteniplation  of  your  Lordships. 
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•*  Wow,  with  respect  to  the  account  with  Messrs,  Muir 
and  Atkinson.  A  certain  sum  wfis  deposited  in  this 
house,  and  it  was  paid  from  thence  to  Lord  Melville's 
account.  At  this  time,  yoiir  lordships  will  recollect,  that 
there  was  no  act  of  parliament  regarding  any  public  de- 
positary; the  money  was  therefoje  properly  and  legally 
in-  Messrs.  Muir  and  Atkinson's  hands,  and  there  is  ndt 
a  tittle  of  evidence  as  to  any  interest  or  emolument  dcrt- 
ved  by  Lord  Melville  from  it.  In  addition  to  this,  it  is 
in  proof,  that  Messrs.  Muir  and  Atkinson  were  not  only 
trust-worthy,  but  in  high  Credit  at  that  time.  Thus,  my 
lords,  have  I  acquitted  myself  in  respect  to  the  first 
branch  of  what  I  had  to  offer. 

**  My  lords,  you  have  already  heard  what  was  the  na* 
ture  of  the  office  previous  to  the  act  of  parliament,  and 
the  argumerft  of  my  learned  frfend  Mr.  Plonjer  is  so  con- 
xlusive,  that  I  shall  say  nothing  more  with  respect  to  the 
incidents  of  that  period.  I  beg,  that  if,  in  what  I  say  ia 
the  sequel  for  the  sake  of  illustration,  I  hypoth^tically 
admit  any  fact  alledged  against  Lord  Melville,  with  re- 
gard to  his  obtaining  the  smallest  advarvtage  from  the 
public  rnoney,  I  do  not  state  it  is  a  concession  on  ray 
part,  but  merely  for  the  purpose  of  placing  the  questions 
'in  every  possible  point  of  view,  that  your  lordships  may 
be  completely  persuaded  of  the  futility  and  inanity  of 
these  charges. 

"  I  come  now,  my  lords,  to  the  time  in  these  transac- 
tions, whjen  Mr.  Trotter  was  appoitited  Paymaster;  and 
this  period  I  acknowledge,  I  approach  with  considerable 
anxiety;  yet  my  solicitude  in  no  degree  arises  from  the 
deficiency  of  the  case  of  the  noble  defendant.  I  am  sure, 
thaj  whatever  may  be  the  construction  on  Mr.  Trotter's 
conduct,  with  respect  tp  these  transactions,  he  Is  in  his 
general  character  that  person  which  Lord  Melville  has 
described  him  to  be.  1  have  known  him  long,  and  I  am 
korry  he  has  been  exposed  to  this  situation :  all  I  can 
say  is,  that  if  l»e  has  done  wrong,  he  has  deviated  from 
the  natural  inclinations  of  his  own  mind.  Jn  speaking 
to  the  transactions  posterior  to  this  date,  I  niean  nothing 
pers'jnal.  Before  Mr.  Trotter  was  Paymaster,  the  office 
vyas  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Bank  of  England  :  afterwards 
it  W9S  rcrnoye^  lo  ?l  <3L\sXutv^t  IxovcyXx^  w^^  vW  vs  an  imr 
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portant  part  in  the  consideration  of  the  case.  JfHh  ma- 
terial that  your  Lordships  should  see,  that  the  permission 
of  the  noble  defendant  to  the  carrying  on  of  the  business 
at  Messrs.  Gautts's,  applied  to  the  assigned  balances.  It  ,  * 
was  not  by  this  permission  intended,  that  Mr.  Trotter 
should  take  the  money,  whether  assigned  or  not,  or  that 
when  so  obtained,  he  should  discount  private  bills,  pur- 
chase Exchequer  bills,  or  the  national  funds  with  it.  It 
was  Lord  Melville's  design,  and  I  shall  prove  it  upon  the 
evidence,  to  have  the  monies  faithfully  administered  as 
he  thought  they  had  been,  down  to  the  time  when  he 
was  surprised  by  the  discourse  made  to  him  by  Mr. 
Trotter. 

•*  Lord  Melville  is  blamed  for  trusting  Mr.  Trotter.  I 
would  enquire,  who  would  not  have  trusted  Mr.  Trotter? 
All  the  vast  intercourse  with  man  which  seems  to  con- 
nect in  bonds  of  relation  the  extremities  of  the  earth,  is 
founded  on  confidence;  if  man  be  not  to  be  trusted,  hu- 
man affairs  cannot  go  on.  Mr.  Trotter  was  well  recom- 
mended to  his  lordship  -,  he  ^vas  a  responsible  person^ 
with  rich  comiections  in  the  banking  line,  and  he  had 
been  long  acquainted  with  the  nature  of  the  duty  which 
he  was  called  by  Lord  Melville  to  undertake;  but  the 
leading  inducement  in  the  defendant's  mind  was  the  ex- 
cellent plan  of  reform  Mr.  Trotter  had  proposed;  and 
this,  my  lords^  is  another  most  important  feature  in  the 
case. 

"  Your  lordships  will  recollect,  that  the  scheme  of 
making  use  of  tl\e  public  money  for  private  purposes 
had  been  commenced  by  MV,  Trotter  prior  to  the  reqio- 
val  of  the  account  to  Messrs!  Coutts.  Now,  I  would 
ask  the  managers,  and  your  Lordships,  and  the  country, 
^ow  those  who  conduct  the  prosecution  are  to  set  aside 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Trotter;  and  if  they,  cannot,  the 
trial  is  concluded,  and  Lord  Melville's  innocence  is  com- 
pletely established.  Mr.  Trotter  they  have  characterised 
a:»  an  hoaest  man,  who  has  given  to  your  lordships  his 
history,  whose  interest  on  this  occasion,  if  truth  were  not 
always  his  interest,  is  against  Lord  Melville,  so  that  in 
appreciating  his  evidence,  your  lordships  will  never  forget 
the  singular  situation  in  which  he  stands.  Now»  what 
4oes  JVJr.  Trotter  say  respecting  the  couct^^voxv  ofi  \a«^ 
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Melviljii  in  regard  to  the  removal  of  the  accoantiroiD  the 
Bank  to  Messrs.  Cootts'  ?  He  says  the  reason  was,  that 
it  would  add  more  facility  to  the  conduct  of  the  business 
of  the  office  in  the  multitude  of  small  payments  to  be 
made,  than  if  the  money  were  to  be  deposited  accordii^ 
to  tl)e  constitution  of  the  office,  in  an  iron  cbest,  and  that 
the  various  parlies  receivingsma.U  payments  would  lie  less 
liable  to  be  imposed  upon,  than  if  ibey  were  each  to  re- 
ceive drafts  for  such  small  sums  upon  the  Bank,  at  such 
a  distance  from  the  office  after  its  removal  to  Somerset 
Place. 

The  perfect  security  of  the  money  was  also  represented 
to  Lord  Melville  by  Mr.  Trotter,  and  thus,  the  matter 
wa3.  established  at  Messrs  Courts-^  a6  an  official  conveni* 
ence.  Ol^erve,  tny  Lords,  that  theconversion  of  money 
to  private  emolument  is  not  a  necessary  adjunct  to  the 
removal  of  tlie  account,  and  the  same  profila  would  have 
l>een  made  if  it  had  continued  at  the  Bank 

**  But  what  passed  on  this  subject  before  the  Commis- 
sioners ?  Lord  Melville,  upon  being  asked  whether  he 
gave  permission  to  the  Paymaster  to  withdraw  the  money 
from  the  Bank,  and  lodge  it  in  the  hands  of  a  private 
banker,  with  a  view  to  his  deriving  any  advantage,  or 
emolument  therefrom,  answers,  *^  If  it  is  meant  to  ask 
me  whether  I  ever  gave  any  direct  authority  to  the  Pay-' 
mastier  to  use  the  money  in  the  manner  above  mentionedi 
Ishou]d  certainly  answer,  No.' 

"  How  has  Mr.  Trotter  spoken  of  it  before  your 
Lordships  ? 

**  I  will  read  it  from  the  minutes  of  the  evidence. 

Q.  You  stated  that  permission  was  granted  by  Lord  Melville,  lb  draw 
money  frotn  the  Bank  of  England  to  Coutts'  bank?  whether  the  oaIj 
reason  represented  by  yon  to  Lord  Melville  for  that  measure,  vras  not  to 
facilitate  the  official  convenienc  >  . 

A.  Entirely  so,  I  always  stated  so,  the  convenience  that  would  arise  and 
tKe  great  security  of  the  money.  , 

Q.  State,  if  you  tan  recollect,  bow  yon  represented  that  It  would  faci^ 
lilate  the  convenience  of  the  oflice,  that  that  transfer  should  take  p1a(%? 
,  A.  I  represented  the  incon\'enience  that  ^ould  attend  the  payments 
from  the  distance  of  the  Bank,  and  proposed  to  bis  lordship,  that  a  banker 
nearer  should  be  allowed  to  keep  the  money  in  bis  hands,  till  I  found  it 
necessary  to  is^ie  it  to  the  sub-accountants. 

Q.  Did  you  state  also  to  Lord  Melville,  in  tehat  manner  the  money 
would  be  made  secure  ?  ^ 

A.  I  represented  to  him  the  danger  of  sending  in  drafts  to  the  Bank 
every  day  by  messengers  vrVio  w^tc  obVv^eA.  No  \sirwB%  w4.  th,e  ^ducc  of 
li>es«  in  casb^  to  supply  the  daW^  ^2L^tafcXLV&^  fc^^s^^ 
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*'  Afterwards,  it  was  asked,  *  was  there  the  leaM"  m«h-' 
tien  to  Lord  Melviile,  at  the  time  application  was  made 
for  his  permbsioh  to  make  the  change  you  have  stated,  of 
private  emolument  to  be  derived  to  any  body  from  it?'' 
To  which.  Mr.  Trotter  answers,  *  None  whatever ;  it  was^ 
never  iolxmi  Melville's  contemplation,  and  I  do  not 
lemefDher  that  it  was  in  tny  own  at  that  time 

**  But,  my  lords,  without  reciting  to  you  the  evidence' 
at  length,  1  refer  to  your  own  minutes,  and  I  say,  that 
instead  of  Mr.  Trotter  having  asserted  that  Lord  Mel-^ 
▼ille  made  a  tot*rupt  use,  yr  any  use  to  his  own  know- 
ledge of  the  public  money,  he  declared  on  his  oath,  that 
Lord  Melville  kneW  nothing  of  any  such  transaction. 

**  I  say  theii,  that  here  is  a  body  of  evidence,  complete^ 
in  €vei7  part  of  it,  given  by  a  person  against  his  own  ih- 
ter^t,  Bgainst  his  own  character  and  honoor;  the  evi- 
dence of  awitness  produced  by  the  prosecutors,  on  whom 
they  have  relied  indeed  fol*  establishment  of  their  charges, 
bet  whabas  refuted  every  one  of  them;  with  whrch  he  hadf 
any  connection  from  the  time  he  became  Paymaster.  I  say 
then,  my  Loitis,  that  when  official  convenieHte  Is  the  ob- 
ject, without  official  risk,  is  it  likely,  is  it  possible,  that 
under  the  eircunistances  Lord  Melville  could  have  in 
centemplation  at  the  time  of  the  transfer  of  .the  account, 
this  frivolous  employment  of  the  public  money  which  has! 
been  attributed  to  him.  It  seems  to  hoe  so  plain  and 
clear,  that  no  argument  can  make  it  stronger ;  it  stands 
my  Lords,  upon  the  simple  ^ct  by  a  "witi^ess,  who  through 
the  whole  of  his  testimony,  has  given  a  distinct,  intelli- 
gible and  honest  account,  whatever  his  conduct  in  other 
respects  may  have  been. 

'^  But  now  we  come  to  that  p^rt  of  tli^  subject  whic!» 
respects  the  money  made  by  Trotter  k>  a  great  extent^ 
the  targe  balances  he  had  at  first  in  his  h^nds,  and  which 
were  so  considerably  increased  in  the  subsequent  part  of 
his  pay  mastership.  Your  lordships  will  not  take  the  feet 
aa  you  would  have  received  it  after  the  experience 
had  of  Mr.  Trotter ;  but  for  this  purpose,  you  will  ima- 
gine him  to  be,  what  Lord  Melville' supposed  him,  a  man 
of  integrity,  of  respectable  connections^  and  meriting  the 
highest  confidence.     It  was  necessary,  ia  Lord  Melville  s 
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situation,  that  he  should  place  this  confidencei  and  he 
seemed  to  have  every  reason  to  confirm  bis  opinion  of 
Mr.  Trotters  fidelity;  the  public  were  never  delayed  an 
instant  in  the  satisfaction  of  their  demands,  and  no  com- 
plaint was  made  of  neglect  or  irregularity.  With  respect 
to  Mr.  .Tf otter's  fortune,  on  the  evidence  it  appeared, 
that  his  acquisitions  were  not  merely  the  salary  of  bis 
office ;  such  a  conclusion  would  not  only  have  been  un- 
necessary but  erroneous,  for, Mr.  Trotter  had  family  con- 
nections from  which  he  derived  no  inconsiderable  pro- 
perty. If  Lord  Melville  borrowed  money  of  him  it  was 
becausehe  himself  had  no  connections  to  enable  hi m  to 
raise  money;  he  was  engaged  in  great  affairs,  andirom 
that  station,  as  well  as  business,  was  not  likely  to  have 
any  intercourse  with  people  of  that  descriptipa:  on  the 
qmtrary,  Mr.  Trotter's  relations  and  connections  were 
very  much  of  that  kind,  and  it  was  perfectly^oia^ural  of 
Lord  Melville  to  apply  for  occasiomU^^siatance  impecu* 
niary  affairs  to  a  gentleman  in  hi3  own  offioo  .so  cii:cuin- 
stanced.  >  .  i .  ; 

.  "But  was  Lord  Melville  the  only  person  who  placed 
confidence  in  Mr.  Trotter?  Lord  Harrowby  held  the 
office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Navy  in  the  yeafc  1.800,  :atid 
Mr.  Charles  Bragge  Bathurst.in  1802,  and  Mr.  Trotten 
was  Paymaster  to  both  these  Treasurers.  .      . 

Does  it  appear  on  the  evidence,  before  Jkbe^Cooimis^ 
sioners  of  Naval  Enquiry,,  as  well  as.  all^bQtiSiihse<|ueBt^ 
testimony  you  have  heard  here,  that  Lpfdt  Mel>^lle  did 
learn,  from  any  fact  within  his  own  knqwtedge,^  that 
Mr.  Trotter  made  any  profit  ol*  the  public .  moneys  I 
will  read  from  the  examination  of  Mr.  Trotter. 

'  Q:  You  have  been  asked  as  to  your  own  use  of  the  public  money  re- 
moved from  the  bank  of  Messrs.  Coutts;  you  are  understood  to  say  that 
jpu  oif de  use  pf  it  in  point  of  fact  for  your  own  benefit  ?      .     »'    ; 

A.  i  certainly  made  uieof  that  part  which  1  found  was  not  likely  to  be 
claimed  for  my  own  benefit. 

•'*Q{'lnrwiat  mode  was  that  made  use  of  ^  .    x./    ••    . 

r.,Aj.jGreDera)ly  by  lending  it  at  interest;   at  times  by  inrcstiog  H  la 

£\cl|Q^uec  pr^Nayy  bills,  or  other  governnient  securities*  .» 

'^  0.  Was  that  to  a  very  considerable  amount  ? 

■>"Qv  IVtt'etth*  wMe  profit  and  emolument  derived  from  that  niodetrf 

l^y^!iSiP^VtHe.  money  which  you  have  described  entirely  your  own  r 

.^;jJlitii-ely. 
-^■^■"  \-  *       Q.  Was 
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).  Was  aiy  intimatioo  or  ^ittwledgie  ever  dbuffiinifaateii  lo  Lonl  Mlt* 

le  #f  the  |mk|ic  money  kaviQg  b«ea  so  used? 

K.  I  never  nude  any  such  comiminication  to  I/urd  Kj[elvillc. 

^.*  Did  any  one  circumstance  happen  during  the  period  oflprd  J^M- 

le*s    executing  this  office,  that  should  haire  calied  hh  attentfott  froth 

y  inlerruptio^  the  public  a^vvioe  receired   doriDg  any*  pail  ol  thfe 

riody  owing  to  the  use  that  was  making  of  the  pf  h(U:  mouey  f 

fL  I  never  heard  of  any. 

**  What  did  the  honourable  managersay^  whf  n  he  ap- 
ared  as  a  witness?  He  was  asked.  'Did  not  ^  nof)ie 
fendant,  at  the  same  time,  accompany  it  with  a  positive 
claration,  that  he  had  not  converted  any  part  of  ^t  tK^ 
>  own  profit  or  emohitnent  ?— I  believe  he  did.  ... 
*'  liave  you  the  least  doubt  that  he  did  so  ?— ^As  to  th^ 
press  lermSi  I  do  not  remember  them,  these  that  I 
re  spoken  to  are  the  words  that  made  great  impression 
»oa  me,  and  which  I  shall  never  forget^  the  import  pf 
2  other  parts  of  his  speech  certainly  was,  that  he  ^qdt 
it  applied  it  to  any  private  advantage  or  emolument 
**  Iq  Substance  it  was  to  that  effect  ? — ^I  have  said  so.  ' 
^That  the  honourable  manager  has, no  doubt  it  was? 
1  hate  said  so. 

^  This  account  giv^n  by  the  honourable  nianager  qx-t 
tly  coincides  with  the  depositions  of  his  lordsbip  befprq 
e  Comtuissianers  I  have  named.  Lord  Melville  says,  as 
e  collect  from  the  tnouth  of  the  honourable  xnans^er^ 
%t  he  bad  not  converted  any  part  of  the  iponey  to  his 
m  profit  or  emolument ;  and  this  is  a  direct  coiitradic* 
m  to  ail  that  hits  been  alledged  abogt  any  corrupt  iis^ 
Lord  Melvilld  of  (he  public  monies .  in  the  form  of 
^ns,  India  dtock,  reduced  annuities,  or  any  other  shape 
latever.  The  account  alsp  from  the  honourable  ma-., 
ger  is  conformable  with  the  testimony  given  by  Mr* 
otter. 

^*  The  honourable  manager  is  disposed  to  admit  on« 
rt  of  Lord  Melville's  testimony  where  he  makes  wy 
ncession  at  all  tendjog  to  the  construction. he  is  desi- 
Ufl  to  idaintftin,  but  he  will  not  takei  the  whole.  This 
not  the  mode  in  which  testimony  ought  to  be  rec9|v^* 
3t  I  do  not  admit  that  tliere  is  any  such  tendency ;  t 
ntend  that  there  is  not  an  iota  of  Evidence  in  support 
anv  such  charges,  and  ttiat  Mr.  Trotter,  Iq  the  Tw^ 
»uaf  and  consistent  evidence  be  has  given,  has  shewn 
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tis  direct  ooittrary,.  and  thect  all  proof  in  the  case,  wHt' 
ten  or  parole,  goes  in  tiie  same  direction.  What  is  this^ 
It  is  an, absolute  negative  to  the  allegatioii  that  the  noble 
defendant  employed  any  money  for  his  own  gain;  and 
this<  is  conuisteiit  with  what  Lord  Melville  declared  ih 
November,  1 804,  and  in  the  subsequent  year,  which 
the  honourable  manager  states  from  his  memory.  I  vvill 
venture  t;o  say.'  ^bat  according  to  all  the  probaVilities  fa- 
miliar in  human  affairs,  froin  a  calm,  temperate  review 
of  the  whole,  ho  inference  canbe  drawn  different  from 
tiiat  I  have  stated. 

"  Sir  William.  Forbes  told  your  lordships,  that  it  was 
the  practice  in  Scotland,  for  bankers  to  allow  .three  per 
cent  interest  on  a  running  account;  and  four  pel'  cent 
if  any  particular  sum  of  money  should  remain  undis: 
turbed  six  months.  ,  W^'hen  tord  Melville  s'aid.  spaaliirtg 
of  the  profit  derived  by  the  Paymaster^  '  \  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  ftayiiig.'  that  I  believed  and  .understood  hp  did 
(use  the  ^loney)  and  never  prohibited  him  ffQpi  ^wog 
so,*  it  is  natural  to  suppose  that  Lord  Mel ville,^  i|n^' 
quainted  with  the  peculiar^jtfe^  of  bar|king-accouBta  in 
this  country,  presumed,*  that  some  such  allowance  a^  tJiis 
three  or  four  per  cent  was  niade  to  liis/Paymas^ 
Messrs.  Coiitts.  I  know  very  wcIL^  that'Xiossrs.  rCputts 
do  not  pay  interest  on  any  noatmg  accounts  of  tncir  cu^ 
tomers;  and  1.  am  aware  also^  that  no  banker  pt  credi^ 
in  London  woiilcl*  make  any  sufcn  allpwa'iVcV/'put  iH 
tremely  likely  tliat  Lord  ^lelviile  ^liould'bc  unacquaiotea 
with  these  practices  in  ttns*  jtWhtry,  go  \djffcreut  from 
those  prevalent  in  his  own.     '  '      '  v/ 

-  **  Mr.  Trotter  says,  that  from  the  distance  of  the 
Badk,  after  the  removal  of  the  establisfiirient  to^JJdmefi^^et 
Placq,  he  couM  not  get  the  money  from  thence  Wit fi 
Safety,  and 'therefore  proposed  to  Lord,  iVfelvUlft  to  let 
him  send  to  Atessrs.  Coutts  the  assigned  lialances,  for 
which  he  had  a  riijht  to  draw.  Thus  far, 'at* least,  the 
acc6unt  was  with  Mr.  Trotter  according  to  die  course  of 
Olficp:  Messris.  Coutts  are  his  private  bankers;  he  em* 
J^loVs  them  as  the  agents  or  clerks,  and  a  distinctibii  is 
attempted  to  t>c  shewn  here  whei'e  ther^  is  no  difference. 
The  <:l)an|[e  of  place  does  not  alter  the  thing  f  whether, 
^Ijtpl'  it  uuderweiH  the 'change^  it  wa^  misapplied,  is  not 
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the  question  before  your  lofrdships  on  ftiis  part  of  tW 
case.  ^  .  '  •       '     ■'"'       '   ■  '•   • 

"  5Iy  lordsj  I  have  ndW  stated  on  the-evidence,  thai 
the  money  was  so  retnoved  from  the  Bank,  that  Lord 
Melville  kne^v  nothing  of  the  profit  acquired  by  Mr. 
Trotier.  When  be  was  made  acquainted  with  it  in  June, 
1804,  it  occasioned  in  him  spme  surprize  and  embarrass* 
roent,  audwas  the  cause  of  tlie  answer  he  gave  to  tl>c 
CommiBsioners  of  Naval  Enquiry  soon  after,  I  have  also 
ftbewn,  that  Lord  Melville  was  fully  justifie^J  in  declin- 
ing to  make  any  reply,  and  that  every^  honest  man*  ought' 
to  have  done  the  same.-  i 

**  Tiien,  and  not  till  then,  his  lordship  heard  that  Mr. 
Tratter*8  private  and  public  accounts  were  blended 'toge-- 
ther,  and  the  cause  bf  his  astonishment  ^ras,  the  disco- 
very that  the  account  was  not  kept  officially  as  it  ouglit 
to  have  been  ;  and,  my  lords,  Jiow^  could  he  think  other- 
wrise,  since,  in  the  course  of  sixteen  ye&rs,'  one  hundred 
and  sixty-five  millions  of  money  had  passied  through  the 
office,  and  there  had  not  been  a  single  impediment  as 
to  the  payments,  from  the  highest  amount  down  to  a  six- 
pence*; not  one  widow  or  orpimn  sent  away  without  the 
;eward  due  to  the  memory  and  to  the  services  of  the 
jrave  tnartyrs  to  the  defence  and  glory  of  their  country.  . 

**  Will  it  now  be  said,  that  Lord  Melville,  of  a  gene- 
•oiis,  unsuspecting  temper,  Ought  to  have  6iquircd,  or 
:oqld  be  expected  to  have  enquired  farther  respecting 
Mr,  Trotter.  There  was  no  official  nr^glect,  the  proceed- 
Higs  went  on  without  the  smallest  interruption,  and  the 
jonclusToi)  was  natural,  if  not  uniivoidable,  that  all  was 
riaht. 

**  Then  your  lordships  have  it  on  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Trattci^  that  he  wasahrays  attentive  to  public  matters, 
altlu)«gh  reizaVdless  of  his  private  cortcerns.  In  the  for- 
mer, from  tiie  benignity  of  his  inincl,  he  was  peculiarly 
ioterdstcd  in  what  corjcluced  to  the  happiness  of  persons 
in  the  lower  ^itiMtlons  of  life,  whose  numerous  privatioiis 
ftod  hardships  demand  that  tliey  should  receive  all  pos- 
sible <roi6fort  and  fissistance  from  a  naiional  institution. 
There,  my  lord^;  yOnalways  find  him  anxious  and  vigi* 
Jantj  md  ft'om  the  time  of  Mr,  Grenville  to  the  preseqt 
moment^  a  beu(^  gubject  of  the  state  has  not  occu^^led 
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|he  o^oe  of  Treasurer  of  the  Na^^  Sttch  wa^  bis  s^bH* 
citude  for  those  who  gallantly  defended  their  country; 
and  it  is  owing  to  the  solace  and  protecti6B  tiiey  and 
their  Samilies  have  received^ .  that  the  country  is  now  in  t 
conditiou  of  order  and  security,  instead  of  a  state  of  cbaoi 
and  ruin,  in  which  I  could  not  lift  up  my  voice,  the  advo- 
(bate  of  innocence  and  truth,  in  this  august  aseenibi]^ 
My  lords,  we  are  to  be  told,  that  the  love  of  money  ii 
the  crime  <yf  such  a  mao.* 

^'  Xt  would  have  put  a  different  character  oq  this  en- 
'quiry  if  Lord  Melville  had  known,  before  the  tioie  I 
bitve  noticed,  of  the  mixed  and  irregular  accounts  <tf 
Mrs  Trotlen  It  tnigbt  then  bk9t  been  a  questibn  in  his 
mind,  by  whom  the  money  was  to  be'  paid  iii  the  event 
of  any  loss,  and  bis  at^ntion  must  have  been  drawn  H 
the  sbl^ect 

**  My  lords,  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Trotter,  hs  toHhis  par» 
ticular^  no  part  of  the  re-exami|iatiop  has  sbakertJ  Yos 
have  heard  him  declare  that  Lord  Melville  khe w tirbt^gof 
the  mixed  account,  and  that  he  wdB^  wholly  unacqtjanate' 
with  it  until  June,   1804,  appears  upon  tibB  evidence 

'*  Now,  with  regard  to  the  first  Treasurership,  I  tisiak 

ik[\  the  difficulty  is  removed,  and  I  have  said,  wbat  reaHy 

seems  unnecessairy  before  your  lordships  (welb  instructed 

in  the  public  duty  you  undertake),  that  presumption  ixitlh 

out  proof  will  not  support  these  charges.      You  ban 

'  seen,' that  the  regulations  proposed  by  Kfr.  Trotter  witfc 

regard  to  the  transfer  of  the  account  to  Messrs.  Coudii 

was  a  mere  official  arrangement  of  conveniencis,  bat  dnt 

the  knowledge  of  any  profit  being  connected  •  with  tha 

arrangement,  or  of  Mr.  Trotter  having  made  any  emoto' 

ment  from  it,  or  of  the  blending  and  confusing  the  pab* 

lie  atid  private  accounts ;  of  these  tilings,  qiy  lonk»  it 

appears  distinctly  clear  on  the  evidence,  that  Lord  Jtfd- 

ville  was  utterly  ignorant. 

Having '  spoken  thus  generally  on  ^rious  circoa- 
stances  connected  with  these  charges,  I  will  now  spetk 
to  some  particular  items  of  account.'  Your  lordsh^ 
win  recollect,  that  I  have  already  adverted  to*tfaet«t 
sums  of  1000/.  each,  but,  with  regard  to  the  lO^OOQl* 
I  have  •omitted  to  state,  that  there  is  no  evideii6fc  tU 
this  Slim  was  drawn  from  the  Bank*     It  conaisfed  o£  ^ 
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^ign^d  mppey. lodged  a(]\Ies&r$.Coiatts)  and  k  wa« 
sissigned  for  uaval  purposes,  and  to  naval  purposes  it  h&A 
been  applied,  having  been  restori^d  by  Lord  Melville  for 
Ihat  parpose.  It  is  impossible,  my  Lords^  with  ^ny  apr 
pear^uce^of  justice*  t;odraw  the  inference,  that  Loid  Meir 
riile  employed  this  sum  to  hisouni  protit :  such  a  corrcla- 
BKia  might  have  been  indiscrcetJy  applied  to  the  40,000f# 
before  tlie  discovery  of  the  direction. giv^n  to  it;  and 
your  Lordships  are  now  infotmed,  that  it  was  exclusively, 
aud  beneficially  devoted  to  pobiic  purposes. 

"I  come  now  to  state  shortly  the  facts  respecting  thip 
4,000/.  which  have  beeo  adduced  to  shew  a  corrupt 
intention.  Lord  Melville  borrowed  4000/.  upon  bond ; 
and  it  is  alledged  that  Mr.  Trotter  lent  it  him  without  in- 
terest It  is  siQguliLr  that  sucli  a  tnfliu^  giCi^uoiMa^ce 
should  be  brought  in  support  of  these  changes.  TbaE»  is 
ttotbing  in  the  evideiice  to  shew  any  corru|>t  intention 
wth  regard  to  this  sum.  The  question  here,  my  Lord^ 
is  not  on  the  prjiQcipal,  for  that  ha&beenTetprned*  but  on 
the  interest,  which  they  say  has  not  been.paid.*  Wkietiatet 
it  ivasV  or  was  not  paid^  Ibis  I  know,  that  a  mam  wjio 
wished  to  aggrandfze  himself  by  the  acquisition  of  nK>ney, 
|ind  possessing  tlie  large  meajis  of  phtaisifigatLordMei* 
vilie'^  situation  affiordsdy  do€3  not  look  to  these  sniaE 
Cdntemptible  discount  pro&te,  especially,  4i  .aittn  of  tiie.eK'^ 
alted  rank  of  the  noble  defendant. 

^*  After  Lord  Melville  <^n^.  into  office,  Mr.  Douglas 

.died;  and  ther^  is  a  receipt, produciedafb^Ifard;^yj(i,fiar 

the  old  fees  for  upwards  Qf  4,000/.   ,U  is  sai4,  that  the 

J^xchequer  fees  have  always  been  cofjsi^iytfr ed  Pa^foa^ler't 

noney^  and  that  it  was  to  be  Jield   bjr*  buh>{br  Ins  ow*a 

profit    Then  X^rd  Melvilleoi^ccei^^s  ^^  amouat.-fron 

:  the  qxecutor  of  Mr.  Douglas,,  aiui  he.  gives  it  to  Mil 

Trotter ; .  but  Jjord  Melville  need  inot  haAre  tfivem  it  to^  &in 

Trotter.     Is  this,  supposition  of  the  jionourable  maoager 

respecting  the  interest,  at  ail  consistent  with  Lord  MeW 

ville's  integrity  in  th^^t  transaction  ?  ,       v 

/  ^-  But^  n^y  Lords*  let  us  look  to  the  evidboce.  «  (Tha 

learned  co,un$el  hofe.^ail  th^  evodeoce  as.foUoivs:  aet 

jmgp  l(J7**ndJtfe*. 

Qi,,Ayas  a|iy  sttcqrity rgivtB:i>rtlUBe(9|ieglfic)niiiis^  -  ' 

A..  His  Lordship  graiH^  ^!>^  >  Ixmd  and  s^Cddty  Qy^iIiMQL  vUciil 
'  lulvanced  him  in  or  about  tbiUycar  0786.) 
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";  Q.  From  \vhat  sum  was  that  money/  or  those  sums  composing  the 
4^0002. ,  advanced  ? 

A.  I  was  enabled  to  advance  that  sum  of  money  to  hh  Ijordsfeip  froa 
the  fund  which  I  have  already  explained^  having  the  controul  of  that 
^hich  was  put  into  my  hands  for  the  payment  of  Exchequer  fees  :  and  as 
I  had  money  upon  two  different  treasurerships  which  would  not  probably 
be  called  for.  but  had  always  been  allowed  to  remain  in  the  paymaster's 
hands  for  the  trouble  of  m4king  up  the  Exchequer  accounts ;  I  knew  that 
money  would  not  be  called  for  till  1  shoufd  leave  the  office,  or  the  accounts 
vbould'be  audited,  and  from  that  account  I  advanced  hu  Lordship  4,000|1 

Q.  Did' that  sum  of  4,000/.  advanced  by  you,  bear  interest  ? 

.A.  I  charged  no  interest  t9  l^js.I/^rdsUip  for  that  sum. 

:Q.  Did  the  bond  bear  up^n  the  face  of  itj  that  i|  was  with  interest  or 
without?' 

A.  It  did  n6t  bear  upon  the'  fucfe  of  it  that  nO  fnteresj  vras  to  be  paid^ 
t>iit  no  interest  was  expressed  to  be  paid.  .    • 

Q.  Was  interest  expressed  to  be  paid  on  the  facc>of  ihv  bond  ? 

A.  It  was  not.  .  .  , 

Q.  Why  did  you  advance  a  s\|m  of  money  to  Lord  Melville  without  in- 
fcfreat  2  * 

^  A..  I  did  not  feel  myself  entitled  to  charge  interest  toliis  I^^rdthip  for 
ntofieymhich  had  been  put  into  my  hands  under  thesituatiou  1  iiav^99> 
scribed; 

Q.  Did  you  mention  the  reason  to  I-ord  Melville  why  you  did  ncf 
ehaj^e  interest? 

A.  I  did^iot  Tnor  did  I  press  it  upoa  his  Lordship's  attention  so  much  as 
toknow  whether  he  ever  knew  that  it  did  bear  interest  or  not, 

*'  Ilow^can  a  corrupt  Inlention  be  supported  on  .such 
evidence ;  and  such  was  his  Lordship*s  negligence  in  his 
own  concerns,  that  he  does  not  s^em  to  know  if  interest 
M'Ci  e  charged  or  not. 

4  ^*  Then  Mr.  Trotter  is  represented  in  poor  circum-* 
itancea,  and  ta  be  not  able  to  lend  money  to  Lord  Mel^ 
ville  from  his  own  fortune  and  resources.  Is  it  reason* 
able  to  say,  thqt  the  Paymaster  of  the  Navy,  in  the  situa- 
tion, and  M*ith  the  connexions  of  Mr^  Trotter,  could  not 
raise  4000/.  oiv  the  credit  of  a  bond  of  Lord  Melville? 
But  whether  he  could,  or  could  not,  the  bond  was  soon 
afterwards  paid  off  and  cancelled  ;  and  up  to  this  tio^e  at 
least,  nothing  has  passed,  to  Shew  a  corrupt  use,  or 
a  corrupt  connivance  at  such  use  of  the  public  money;  and 
this  brings  me  up  to  the  years  1787  and  1788,  when  we 
bear  of  remittances  from  Scotland,  and  upon  this  part  of 
the  evidence,  I  contend,  that  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  con- 
siderable sums  of  money  were  received  on  his  Loixlships 
account  from  the  country,  and  that  such  remittances  will 
easily  account  both  for  investments  in  the  public  fund-s 
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v^d  thfe /application  of  money  elsewhere,  oil  account  of 
bis  Lurci^hip^  without  its  bcuig^at  all  necessary  to  con- 
clude, tliat  the  mqnies  BO  directed  were  extracted  from 
the  public  purse. 

*VThns,  my  Lords,  1  trust  we  have  disposed  of  ereiy 
partof  tlie  case  du\vu  to  the  datc^s  I  have  recently  noticed; 
and  now  I  shall  proceed  to  a  very  essential  circunistsncf3, 
In  commenting  on  which  I  shall  endeavour  not  t6  re^ient 
a  word,  or,  if  po^sible>  not  to  retrace  a  sentiitientAvliich 
hashbeen  expressed  on  this  part  of  the  subjact,:  but  I  sliail 
state  what  occurs  to  me,  as  b^ing  highly  importaht  I 
shall  shew  that,  th^  inference  of  the  honourable  Managers 
is  in  direct  cpnir<4dictiQn  to  tlmr.owii  evideutce,  ajidthat 
your  Lordships,  luu^t  eiiluer  consider  their  testimony  ^f 
their  iofprence  1^9 .  nugatoi:y.  It  is  dot  tht  course  ik 
this  country.  (Q  ad|i¥t  infer^^)tial  reasoning  to.  pre  vail  over 
positive  evidQi>^i  :  X  4»hall  satisfy  your  Lordships  yietfur«> 
tlicr,  that  on.aqy  principles  pf  coiimion  sense  andrhujtnaik 
probability,  eve^i  th^ii;  o^-O  >infere9QCs  which ,  they  Ihqf  • 
set  up  against  their' testimony,  ja^6t&XfP^Q0\tS'r.My  tjor^ 
this  is  not)ikQ<it«(}MMipi|.4^/a4oi«{H  rigbt;/yoU)wUliiotbn 
this  occasion:  s«ip(P0;^ef  s|.  >kno\Vlfi9it^  ^n  the  pa)rt3'  which  .be 
did  not  possess;  thQ  pre$uitip4ion';is  ahv^}'S|  notiu&vour 
of  guilt,  but  of  i.i)9^*ei¥:e.  :<.  i  1  r  :  :  :  .  .  •  -: 
'  ?'  When  the  l^nourablq^nd  learned  nianigtsr  j^pojce  of 
JU>rd  Melville,  JM^^ftUrqtiucAd  ^ui  to.Jou  aSaperaoa  of 
great  ardour  o£  iHin4j^  long  uraptisi^d, in  political  lifc,  ii^r^ 
i^tpjcted  in  th^;  i?r(i4UiQ0  ^  tl^e.b^rii  educated  in  every  ^ 
thii%g  that  could  ^eiili^t^^n  th€{  u.Dderstanding ;  <and  to  aJi 
this  he.adds^  t^a^jhf^  liable. D^endant.wascndpwed  with 
a,.correct  knowledge  of  I^«(B  Jiqart.  of  mai>*  JVIy  Lbrda, 
H hat  was  the  purpose;  of  ihi$  eufogy  ?  Was  it  t^-  excite 
your  veneration  for  the  noble  U^feu4aj>t?  Was  it  to  sheiv 
that  he  was  incapable  of  the  meanncBs  of  avarice?  I^Tp, 
my  Lords,  it  was  with  no  sudi  design;  it* was  to  produce 
die  fineeftect  of  cotitrast,  and  to  persuade  you,  that  his 
luminous  i  nteH  cct  1  Ant  Id  not  he  so  imposed  apon  by  the 
i<fle  story  of  MrJTrbtter;'an(cl  that  Lord  Mclvilk*  was 
perfectly  informed  alt  aloiig  of  the  employment  of  tho 
public  money  for  bis.  use  in  India  stock,  in  the  national  , 
Funds,  or  any  other  form  of  investment  .  Now  the  mouth 
jf  the  witness  is  apeil'ed,  your  Lordships  have  a  full  o\i- 
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poftuuity  of  examining  the  truth  of  the  case ;  and  I  wooM 
willingly  here  take  my  stand,  and  say  to  the  honoyrabk 
managers,  from  hence  yon  cannot  remove  me.  i  am  I 
confident  your  Lordships  will  find,  when  the  matter  comes  \ 
to  be  investigated,  that  the  truth  is,  that  Lord  Melville 
was  ignorant  on  the  matters  relating  to  his^  accounts,  un- 
til after  the  eiiarainatioo  before  the  CooHnisfiioners  of 
Naval  Enquiry. 

"  Mr.  Trotter  Ims  told  your  Lordships,  that  there  were 
balances  in  hia  hands,  which  might  long  b^I^re  have  been 
used  ia  the  purchase  of  stock.  How  then  was  Lord  Mft- 
vtlle  to  suppose  that  he  was  applymg  the  public  money  to 
his  Lordship's  use,  or  that  for  such  a  purposCi  any  offi- 
cial regulation  was  disregarded?  disregarded  by  Mr. 
Trotter,  who  for  four  years  bad  dtschargod  all  tbe  dutia 
of  the  office,  during  which  time,  nM  the  smallest  impe*- 
diment  had  prevented  the  progress  of  the  machine  ?  Ts 
inler,  under  these  circumstances^  that  Lord  Melville  it 
guilty,  is  a  violation  of  the  common  principles  of  reasons 
m^  obvious  and  palpable. 

^  I  bave  no w  lo  state  to  your  Lordships,  what  is  tb^ 
teal  view  of  the  casei  vritb  respect  lo  the  purchase  of  tbe 
East  India  stock:  Montague  Lind  is  the  apparent  owner; 
it  was  transferred  to  him  after  a  certain  time,  and  the 
evidence  with  respect  to  it,  thus  appears  on  the  minutes. 
It  is  first  asked.  Did  yoo  give  direcdoas  in  or  about  the 
year  1789  or  1790,  for  the  purchase  of  another  sum  of 
^£ast  India  stock,  for  the  benefit  of  Lord  Mdville  ?  Td 
this  Mr.  Trotter  replied,  I  gave  directions  in  -  the  year 
1739  for  the  purchase  of  a  sum  of  East  India  slock  fo^ 
Lord  Melville  s  benefit  Thea  follows  a  conversation  be^ 
tweeo  tlie  witness  and  Lord  Melville,  to  wbicii  I  will  ad- 
vert pi^esendy.    Next  come  the  subsequent  particulars : 

Q.  Did  Lord  Melvtlte  never  enquire  the  name  of  the  lender  of  the 
money* 

A.  1  do  not  recollect  that  his  LorMiip  ever  did :  I  had  stalvd  in  s«di 
Boikive  terms  tliart  Mr.  Lind  couUl  do  i^  thai  I  never  ftmnd  it  necesirft 
w  mention  the  cirounKtance  again  to  Lord  Melville,  but  took  it  ht 
granted  that  he  had  thought  I  had  conclvded  the  tramaction  in  the  va]^ 
that  I  supposed  it  could  bi;  efft*ctt^. 

Q.  Did  you  mention  Mr.  Uad'fi  name  to  Lord  M^vHlt  at  that  tine  ? 
.  A,  1  did.  .' 

Q.  Were  the  dividends  upp^  that  stock  carried  to  the  credit  of  Lor4 
JSUd  fillers  account } 
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Jf^.  TIi€y  were. 

Q.  Did  you  direct  any  transfer  to  be  made  to  Txrd  Mel villfi  of  anj'  part 
af  that  stock  at  any  time  previous  to  the  year  1800  ? 

A.  I  have  no  reeoUectioii  of  t|iat  circtnostance.    It  >va$  mentloDed  to , 
me  yesterday,  bfit  I  dp  not  recollect  it. 

Q.  Wliat  was  the  amom>t  9f  t|ae  spm  orig^natly  expended  ra  the  pur- 
chase of  this  stock  ? 

'  A.  I  have  stated  it  in  mother  place,  arid  I  have  no  reason  to  alter  my 
opinion  now  fh>ra  my  recollection  that  it  was  23^001. 

Q.  Di4  the  debt  for  the  purchase  of  that  stock  jcoutinue  to  that  amount 
qptil  the  stock  was  replaced,  or  repaid  for  ? 

A.  It  did  not. 

Q.  In  what  manner,  and  to  what  amount  was  it  diminished  ? 

A.  It  was  diminished  by  p^yipents  from  his  Lords|iip  to  me,  to  the 
-v^xtk  of  2Q^0l,  uppn  which  his  Lordship'continiied  to  pay  interest  to  me 
iiqti)t|ie£nak  settlement  of  our  accounts.  4 

'^  Thus  it  staada  upoja  the  evidence.  In  1 79  V  the  stock 
was  ia  the  name  oC  Mpntaguie  LiQd.  A  conversatioii 
VQse  nsgai^diog  lodia  funds;  whiqh  was  a  favotirite  sub- 
ject with  Lord  Mel  vJH^  as  India  afairs  in  general  weree^ 
Copk  to  which  be  was  partial  in  parliament  Mr.  Trottei; 
obaetved  to  his  Lordship,  ibat  if  be  Mfere  impressed  witli 
so^od  an  opiaioa  pf  that  steely,  he  0()gh,t  to  invest  a  suo^ 
of  money  in  it  Then  tbelndia  stock  was  bought  in  tl^ 
luauDer  and  undei^the  elrciinxstance^  which  appear  in  tb^ 
evidence,  and  the  h«8qyogmhle  ^id  learned  qrianager  cbn- 
ienda,  that  tUs  iQOfioy  Qpilld  nQ%  ^^  got  from  aily  money^ 
•leoder  in  the  market^  wi^ouc  pom^  better  se,curity  ibaa 
the  stock  iuelf*  -  .' 

^  IV  Your  Locdafcipig  will  obaervi?  tb^  nature  ofobe  trans* 
action;  l3y50Ql,4iir'\4^^509ln  it  is  not  material  which  wa^ 
to  be  "bought  i  'liHe^ pufiC bases  wer,^  to  be  progre^vely 
made,  and  the  mbttcy^  was  ^sfensiUy^to  be  advanced  by 
Montague  LiAd  ;4mt  \tk  pc^nt  of  faqt,  the  money  tt^s  sup- 
jrfied  by  Mr.  Trotten  Subsequently  SOQO/.  was  pkid  o^ 
firoiB  this  fund ;  fbe  nthol^  f(urchas^  mof^ey  was  S3,00oil 
and  it  was  a  risia^rtoek.  By  the  paymetitJMst  noticed,  tb^Q 
restdt  was,  that  tit^e  sopiirMy  of  (be  ?^ck  was  fpr  more 
fehau  thd^mpney  a^vaoc^d,  and  Lord  Melville  was  him- 
self pensonaHy  bound  to  an9F0r  to  any  loss.  Observe^ 
tliat  thb  wa^  id  a  lyni^^  of  profound  pj?a,c?«  when  Lord 
^Ij^lville  was  i%  tuQ  ;;gnith  of  hi^  power.  Money  at  that 
time  was  lent  at  four,  and  foqr  and  a  half  per  cent,  and 
no  monied  man  would  bav^  refused  landing  his  money  on 
competent  s«curi^  at  5  per  c^t  Lgr4  ^(elvjllQ  knew 
:'  2  8  V5\»8V 
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wibat  >vas  his  own  high  station,  and  he  knew  the  condltido 
of  the  money  piarket.     Was  it  then  unnatural  for  him  to 
expect  that  the  money  could  be  procured  at  a  liberal  inte- 
rest and  on  such  security  ?    Was  there  any  thing  impro* 
bable  in  the  thing  itself,  that  a  man  possessed  of  money, 
^vith  the  a7iimuii  lucrandiy  should  make  the  loan  on  such 
security  ?     It  seems  to  my  mind,  that  there  b  nothing 
strange  or  unaccountable  in  such  a  transaction.     Had  bis 
Lordship  knowingly  taken  the  sum  for  this  purpose  from 
the  public  money,  all  that  the  honourable  and  learned 
manager  has  contended  would  have  been  feasible :  but 
there  appeal's  to  me  to  be  in  this  commentary  on  the  other 
side  a  desire  to  stretch  conjecture  to  an  extent  that  I  ne- 
ver before  saw  attempted.     Who  was  Lord  Melville? 
He  was  Treasurer  to  the  Navy,  President  of  the  Board  of 
Controul,  the  intimate  friend  of  the  Prime  Minister,  a 
distinguished  Member  of  Parliament.     Was  it  then  anact 
of  imprudence  to  trust  the  money  in  such  hands,  and  with 
such  security  ?  This  was  not  a  purchase  to  sell  again  ira- 
inediatelyand  fluctuate  in  the  market,  it  was  a  transaction 
that  Lord  Melville  thought  eligible,   and  from  his  view  of 
public  affairs  he  intended  to  hold  it  as  a  permanent  stock, 
as  he  would  an  estate,  if  he  thought  the  value  of  land  was 
likely  to  improve.     If  he  had  purchased  an  estate  with 
the  appearance  of  profit,  would  it  not  have  been  thought 
that  his  Lordship  had  as  good  a  right  to  do  so  as  any  per- 
son  in  the  kingdom  ?  and  I  contend  that  he  was  not  to  be 
•excluded  from  the  funds  any  \nore  than  he  was  from  spcr 
culating  in  land,  buildings,  or  any  thing  else.     Nay,  far- 
ther, I  say  it  was  -peculiarly  proper  for  him  to  purchase 
Tndia  stock,  holding  the  bituation  he  did,  of  President  of 
the  Board  of  Controul.     He  thereby  shewed  to  the  pub- 
lic his  opinion  of  the  affairs  of  India;  of  the  confidence  he 
placed  in  that  remote  government  upon  which  the  pros* 
perity  of  the  country  so  essentially  depended.     I  say,  roy 
Lord,   if  with  this  view  he  had  made  the  purchase  he 
Avould  have  done  right,  but  it  was  not  done  until  sixteen 
years  after  the  negociation  of  the  business,  that  he  was 
inade  acquainted  with  the  particulars  of  it. 

*'  Is  it,  my  Lords,  now  possible  to  lay,  with  this  sem- 
blance of  reason  and  justice,  that  because  Mr.  Trotter 
performed  thi^  act^  Lord  Melville  w^s  culpable.      Mr. 
*^  ^  Trotter 
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Trotter  took  the  money  from  ihs  public  money  without 
the  knowledge  of  Lord  Melville ;  he  applied  it  in  the  pur*- 
chase  of  this  stock,  and  the  effect  with  respect  to  Mr. 
Trotter  was  this,  that  he  obtained  5  per  cent  from  Lord 
Melville  or  the  public  money  for  his  own  advantage, 
when  he  could  not  have  procured  such  a  rate  of  interest 
elsewhere.  The  motive  of  Mw  Trotter  is  quite  plain, 
it  was  the  most  beneficial  way  iq  which  he  could  invest 
the  money  under  his  controul.  Your  Lordships  distinct- 
-ly  perceive,  that  there  was  but  one  interview  between 
Lord  Melville  and  Mr.  Trotter  upon  this  sufcyect,  and  that 
this  wa$  the  first  and  last  time  he  opened  his  lips  regarding 
it ;  or  upon  any  other'subject  connected  with  the  appli- 
cation of  money  for  the  use  of  Lord  Melville.  I  will  re* 
cite  what  passed  in  the  interview  to  which  I  have  just  al- 
luded, from  the  evidence,  with,  which  I  shall  conclude 
M  hat  I  have  to  offer  on  that  part  of  the  case. 

**  Mr.  Trotter  vvas  asked,  if  he  was  able  from  memory 
to  state  what  passed  between  Lord  Melville  aod  himself 
on  that  subject?  To  that  question  he  answers  in  the  fol- 
lowing terms. 

"  iwilt  state  the  transaction  as  fer  as  my  memory  will 
carry  me.  It  was  in  consequence  of  a  conversation  I 
had  with  his  Lordship  in  which  he  stated  his  opinion  of 
the  value  of  East  India  stock  from  the  probable  rise 
that  would  ultimately  take  place  in  it ;  and  I  observed  to 
his  Lordship  that  if  he  was  impressed  with  so  good  an  opi- 
nion of  that  stock,  that  t  thought  in  consideration  of  his 
own  interest,  he  ought  to  invest  a  sum  of  money  in  it. 
I  had  mentioned  to  his  Lordship  that  there  wei*e  conside- 
aWe  balances  lying  at  all  times  in  my  hands,  that  were 
not  called  for,  and  in  all  probability  would  not  be  called 
for,  from  circumstances  which  perhaps  I  need  not  relate 
at  this  time.  But  it  was  money  lying  unclaimed  in  my 
bands,  which  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  advance  to  the 
public  until  they  were  claimed,  and  there  was  no  prospect 
of  that  claim  taking  place  soon ;  and  I  advised  his  Lord- 
ship to  give  me  leave  to  lay  out  so  much  of  that  money  as 
would  buy  about  thirteen  or  fourteen  thousand  pounds  of 
East  India  stock,  but  this  his  Ix)rdship  refused,  fn  the 
xnost  pointed  arid  decrded  manner,  insomuch  tha^t  I  was 
aifraid  I  hdd  incurred  his  Lordship  s  displeasure  by  pro- 
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posing  it  But  it  came  iitto  tny  tnitid  kt  the  Carrie  m** 
mcnt,  that  it  would  be  po'Ssibie  to  borrotv  a  sucn  of  mo- 
ney upon  the  security  of  that  stock  and  I  projiosetl  to  Ws 
Lordship  that  I  shotild  ei^ddUvour  to  do  sb,  and  that  I 
should  expend  tliat  iiioh^  if)  the  pu)rcha$6  of'E^st  India 
»tock.  I'o  Uiis  his  Lordship  readily  ^scfritdd.  I  HliBfi- 
tipned  that  I  then,  lived  with  Ik  relation  bfmy  otvii,  irhb 
MHEw  igi  man  of  great  importancte  in  the  rity,  and  that  He 
would  be  enabled  to  raise  this  sum  of  tttbney '  fdr  nie. 
In  short  I  made  it>n  elasy  matter  to  his  Lordship.  Ail 
when  I  appFied  to  Mr.  Lirid,  the  gentl6ittan  tb  >Thoihllil- 
luded,  J  found  that  I  w^s  mistakeh^  and  tb^t  it  "wtis 
hot  an  easy  matter  to  raise  money  lipon  Itiat  ^e^tlrity : 
but  I  was  unwilling  to  disappoint  liis  LOiHship  iii  whati 
bad  so  sahguinely  told  him  I  could  effect, 'awd* I  tte^er  ac- 
quainted his  Lordship  with  the  difficulty  that  had  ari^n, 
but  assisted  Mr.  Lind  by  advancing  from  the  public  mo- 
i>ey  of  which  I  had  the  managfemeatr-  *I  -never  bad 
'  occasion  afterwards  to  mention  the  dircumstatid^  to 
kry  Lord  Melville  until  April  in  the  last  ^ear,  ,inld  lie 
wa$  perfectly  unacquainted  with  my  having  malde  ute 
of  the  public  money  in  that  tratisactibn,  andl  cbargied 
his  Lordship  a  regular  intei-est  for  the  whole  6f  the 
money  whiph  I  advanced,  until  tt)e  final  3eltl^i?nt  of  otlr 
accounts,? 

"  r shall  now,  tny  Lords,  solicit  your  attention  to  the 
rtate  of  the  balances.*  Your  Lordships  observe  thatib 
1788,  when  there  was  a  rupture  with  Sp'iiin,  they xcrscf  con- 
siderably. They  were  then  reduced  darrog  live  lorig 
years,  until  17£f3,  when  there  was  a  profbnrtd  peace  ; 
and  again,  wheh  the  war  breaks  out,  Mr.  Trotter  in- 
creases his  own  ba1ancC:3,  abd  hencfe  arises  the  ^- 
inehtation  in  the  accoutit.  Between  this  riiAe  and  tfail 
'^ofthe' negociation  of  the  Lyalty  loan,  it  tloes  not  secfm  to 
me  that  there  is  the  least  evident  which  his  any  tetideiiiy 
to  fix  a  corrupt  intention  up6n  the  noble  Defendaot 
Eight  years  elapsed  before  there  occurred  any^  tiling  to 
which  it  was  possible  to  attach  aiiy  pfetenbe  of  teistimonj 
'  to  corruption  in  Lord  Melvitle. 

^'  Having  proceeded  thus  far  onward,  your  Lotdships 

*  See  tbe  Appeiidtx  C. 
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•amve  at  the  transaction  fespectlng  theioyalty  loan.  Thlj 
loan,  your  Lordships  know,  was  a  contribution  patro* 
nized  by  all  persons  of  power  and  fartuoe ;  ^  and  it  was 
perfectly  understood,  a  matter  of  general  notorielty  in- 
-d^edy  tblit  the  o4^ct  of  it  Tyas,  to  promote^  tli^  tpublic 
4ir0sperity,  and  not  the  pnvaite  advantage  of  tkie  sub- 
^seribN^rs.  Under  these  ciremnstanceSj  it  was  not  at^att 
.torpriaing  tbut  a  person  in  *tbe  situation  o(  L6rd  ]Vlel«- 
-vilie-shouM  contrtikite  10,000/. :  ^  late  illjistrious states- 
fmanal^  subscribed,  aiki  it  4n»  been  ^een  that  it  mms 
'jUkpoiAtilt  be 'siic^uld  pey  th^ money, *Qor wasit  expected 
that  he  shoiild  It  appears  then,  chat  this,  at  least,  was 
:lio*speeulation  in  the  funds  with  the  view  to  profit  «The 
^firftl  payment  for  this  stook  ^as  made  by  Mn  Trotter^ 
4m^  hcwv  Iktle  he.  kiiew<>f  tbe-mjAtter  appears  on  the  eri* 
denc^  whieh  at^c^i'3  on  the-mioutes  in  these  terms : 

<}.*!Md^<m-dfrei:t  tb  be^urchlned  a  dertafn  qu2t^#iy  ^Wck,  €tfM« 
^anilly edled  the  Loydty LoM,  in  or^bmit  theyear  i?irr ? 

A.  1  did«otp  Ip  the  besto(  mj  recx>l|ection. 
,     Q^  ^Vaf  a  ceitain  quantitj  of  the  Lo^falty 'Loan  8ul>scnbed"to  for  (Tie 
^Vn^'ftt  of  L6rd  MeWille,  by  you,  br  tiifdtr  your  ^uthtfrity,  or  paVd  for 
^th  iMnty  <^hii«g  out  of  the  fttnds  you  haVe  dicsttlbed  Helbre  ^ 

■A.  Tlierewds  notochftook  sabscribed  for  by  me,  or  purehased^iy  am; 
I  believe  payments  were  made  by  Messrs.  Couit^'  house,  as  far  as  I  can 
^understand  and  recollect,  and  they^ere  aflerwards  paid  'by  me'to^fe^srs. 
'•Cbtitts'  hottte. 

'Q.W11S  that  loyalty  loan,  the)>riee  of  which  was  paid  tlriKiaallyirby 
'lleisrs.  $Dqtls^  and  4flic«  repaid  by.  ybu  to  CouttSj,  for  the*  benelit  or  on 
.  aocoQnt  of  Lord  Melville? 

*A.*  It  was  repaid  by  meto'Messrs.  Cotitts  for  LbVd 'Melville. 
'  ^kl.  'Were "the  df ^ertdir  'upon?  thdt ioyaMy  46an  ^ortrri^tf  to  the  ciHsdit  4f 
ixftdf Md Vilte/  in* tfaer account cdn^t  beM^dd  h ts'Lo^dship iaud  you } 

A.'.lh^y'^ert.  .        .  ^ 

QJ  What  was  the  quantity  of  that  stock  so  purcjiased  Gjt*  Jjord  Mcl- 

^  A.-'  TuntleMC^od,  fk>m  th«  iM  q^estl^n  ^on  the  subject,  ttlm  it<wts 
'W,tfiOli.  then milled  to ;  it  must  tbt^reliire^e  f  O,nool. 

.  Q.  Was  Lord  MekiUe  debited  iu  the  account  current  between  his- Lord- 
ship and  you  for  that  sum  of  10,000!.  ? 
^A.  I'belicve'hetfr^s. 

t^j.'f^rbm  #hal  «6urce8  did  -you  derive  tlitit  sum  of  fO/OOOl.  -to  shpply 
.  Bf esws.  Contts'^ the  putciiase ^f  thnt4oyalty  <loan  ? 

Am  1  cannot  state  the  sources  distinctly  and  separately,  as  they  were 
iipon  different  payments,  unless  t  had  documents  before  roe,  which  1  haVe 

'Q.'Pnftn'Irhat  A^  ^r^fdtids  dM  yoa  ^derive  the; vaH^us  paymrnts 
which  constitnted  t9ie  10,0001.  repaid  to  ^Messn. -Goutts  for  the  purchase 
.  •f  that  loyalty  loan  ? 

A.  SomcoftRe'paymchti  I  dt'cw^from  t\ve  bai\V/^d  "^NxVYtAa  'SVe^'sj^. 
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Coqtts'  hftncTs ;  others  I  drew  from  my  private  account  at  Messrs.  Coattc, 
and  paid  them  into  the  account  of  Lord  Melville. 

Q.  Did  that  private  account  from  which  you  gave  some  of  these  dnfb 
consist  of  public  money,  ■  and  a  part  of  it  of  private  nioaey  f 

A^  h  consisted  of  both. 

*'  It  has  been  supposed  that  Mr.  Trotter  was  the  pander 
to  Lord  Melville's  gains,  and  your  Lordships  st^e  here,  bov 
little  be  had  of  the  character  of  an  active  instrument,  and 
how  imperfect  his  knowledge  of  the  transaction.  The  busi- 
ness appears  to  be  done  in  this  way.  The  money  is  paid  by 
Messrs.  Coutts,  and  repaid  by  Mr.  Trotter  out  of  a  mixed 
account,  in  which  no  balance  is  struck,  and  LiOrd  Melville 
Kears  nothrng  of  the  ti*ansaction  until  the  year  1800. 

"  All  the  stock  is  afterwards  put  into  Mr.  Trotter's 
power  J  and  will  any  man  contend,  that  Mr.  Trotter  had 
not  the  authority  to  go  into  the  market  for  Lord  Melville 
and  sell  the  loyalty  loan,  or  any  other  stock  under  bis  con- 
trouly  until  he  was  reimbursed  in  the  mixed  account.  On 
the  27  th  of  September  the  last  payment  was  made  on  that 
>tock,  and  on  the  fgllowing  day  the  power  was  executed. 

**  This  is  the  situation  with  regard  to  the  loyalty  loan; 
but  it  does  not  rest  here.  .We  have  evidence  behind, 
which,  when  I  come  to  state  it,  I  trust  will  give  a  clue 
not  only  to  this,  but  to  many  other  paits  of  this  extraor- 
dinary case.  Mr.  Trotter  was  asked,  why  he  transferred 
the  loyalty  loan  to  the  chest  account?  To  which  he  re- 
plied, that  it  was  from  anxiety  for  his  own  interest.  Then 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  evidence  as  to  the  nature  of  this 
chest  account,  and  it  is  also  in  proof  that  Mr.  Trotter 
never  called  Lord  Melville's  attention  to  it  at  the  timt. 
Now  let  us  see  what  t^is  chest  account  is.  It  is  a  memo- 
randum for  particular  purposes,  and  for  money  in  a 
.certain  form.  One  sum  of  10,000/.  was  carried  to  it, 
and  another  of  40,000/.  making  together  £0,000/.  carried 
to  the  chest  account,  and  no  other  in  the  first  iostance. 
It  was  not  so  with  the  loyalty  loan ;  that  was  not  carried 
to  the  chest  account  until  afterwards.  Mr.  Trotter  says 
that  Lord  Melville  knew  nothing  of  his  accounts  (speak- 
ing of  his  private  affairs),  and  this  is  proved  by  the  evi- 
dence. It  also  appears,  that  Mr.  Trotter  was  secured 
.  upwards  of  20,000/.  when  the  loyalty  loan  was  made  up. 
Supposinf^  Mr.  Trotter  had  died,  and  had  left  no  vestiges 
behind  him  of  the  tvansacllons,  wQuld  not  Lord  Melvflle 
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h^ve  been  in  the  situation  of  responsibility  upon  tb^e  chcsit 
account,  although  he  had  given  complete  security.  Thi» 
confirms  what  Mr.  Trotter  has  said,  with  regard  to  inaV 
tention  to  his  private  concerns;  otherwise,  would  his 
Lordship  not  have  said,  Do  you  mean  to  render  me  liable 
to  be  char<Ted  in  this  double  manner?  You  are  not  con-r 
tented  without  making  me  responsible  for  10,0(X)/.  and 
to  what  is  much  more  alarming,  an  impeachment  in  par^ 
liament,  to  answer  to  that,  to  w*hich,  through  ypur  ob- 
scurity, I  am  not  able  to  reply. 

*•  This  view  of  the  case,  detracts  in  no  degree  from  the 
honour  of  his  Lordship,  but  it  exposes  certainly  a  defect, 
and  proves  his  inattention  to  his  own  affairs;  it  proves 
more ;  it  shews  that  he  was  particularly  inattentive  to  tljc 
<?hest  Account;  and  it  proves  to  demonstration,  as  much 
as  if  an  angel  had  spoken  it,  that  that  particular  item 
was  not,  to  Lord  Melville's  knowledge,  in  the  thcst  ac- 
count'' 

• 

(After  some  further  observations  on  the  impossibility 
of  inferring  crime  from  ignorance  and  negligence,  the 
learned  counsel  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the? 
evidence  on  the  7000/.  reduced  annuities,  purchased  on 
account  of  Lord  Melville.) 

,  "The  evidence,  as  to  the  7000/.  reduged  annuitie? 
(said  Mr.  Adam),  appears  to  be  as  follows: 

Q.  Was  that  purchase  made  by  nny  directions  from  Lord  MelvUIe 
of  70001.  three  per  cents.  ? 

A^  It  vas  made  without  any  directions  from  his  Lordship.* 
.  Q^  How  came  th^  purchase  to  be  made  without  any  directions  from 
Lord  Melville  ? 

A.  I  made  it  in  the  general  management  of  l/nd  Melville's  affairs; 
T  believe  a  sum  of  money  had  come  .into  my  hands  at  that  time  for  hi's 
Lordship  and  I  thought  it  was  proper  to  invest  it  in  some  manner  to  pnK 
duce  an  interest  to  his  Lordship. 

Q.  Is  it  to  be  understood  that  funds  had  come  into  your  hands,  whicli 
1)cfore  that  time  had  been  carrying  a  productive  interest  to  Lord  Mel- 
ville? 

A,  I  believe  they  had,  either  previously.,  or  a  few  days  afterwards : 
one  pf  the  payments  was,  I  think,  upon  a  bill  which  ought  to  have 
been  due  upon  the  very  day  I  made  the  purchase,  but  I  believe  the  bill 
had  come  into  my  hands  previous  to  my  making  the  purchase. 

Q.  Was  any  precise  communication  ever  inadc  to  Lord  Melville  re- 
specting the  mode  in  which  that  purchase  had  been  made,  or  any  par- 
ticulars respecting  it? 
>^.  J  probably  mentioned  it  ^hen  I  presented  my  accounts  to  him,'  but 
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I  do  not  recollect  aay  particuUr  conversation  that  I  had  with  his  Lofdsbijp 
on  the  subject.  • 

"  I  should  think,  my  Lords,  that  the  mere  statement  of 
this  evidence  is  su|ficieu(  to  refute  the  charges  grounded 
upon  it* 

"  I  have  now,  my  Lords,  only  to  address  to  you  one 
or  two  more  observations^  for  in  the  midst  of  tliis  great 
variety  of  charge  tind  allegation,  I  shall  not  thiQk  it  ne- 
cessary  to  enter  in  detail  into  minute  matters, 

'^  Is  there  any  man,  my  Lords,  who  standing  in  the 
near  connexion  of  friendship  which  Mr.  Trotter  4id  to 
Lord  Melville,  who  would  not  be  disposed  to  act  as  pri^ 
vate  agent,  especially  with  respect  to  a  few  items,  at« 
tended  with  little  trouble  and  no  difEculty?  Cgnsideriog 
the  relative  situation  of  Mr.  Trotter  to  Lord  Melville,  it 
would  have  been  a  disgrace  to  him  if  he  had  not  so  far 
consulted  his  Lordship's  convenience.  But  this  agency 
does  not  prove  that  the  noble  Defendant  bad  any  know* 
ledge  of  the  manner  in  which  Mr.  Trptter  acted  for  him. 
Both  the  written  and  the  parole  evidence  shew  Lord 
Melville'^s  ignorance  In  this  respect ;  and  Mr.  Trotter'i 
testimony,  in  particular,  is  conclusive  oh  the  3ubject. 

**  Then  as  to  (he  destruction  of  the  papers,  it  seem$ 
that  Lord  M^Wille  signed  the  release  without  reading  the 
clause  respecting  it,  and  without  knowing  any  thing  aboa^ 
.  it.  ^Ir.  Trotter  says,  that  no  directions  were  giv^o,  to 
tl>e  best  of  his  recollection,  regarding  the  clause*  Lpnl 
Melville  signed  it  on  the  18th  of  Febru|ary,  Mr  Trottei^ 
on  the  £3d  of  the  same  month,  and  Ibe  former  never  had 
any  dri^  sent  him  ef  the  instrnment  for  hia  approbation, 
Thus  th^  noble  Defendant  only  saw  the  engrossed  copy; 
wbi^h  he  signed  at  Melville  c^stl^.  With  regard  to  thf 
pi^rs  which  Mr.  Trotter  burnt,  no  ingenuity  can  make 
these  i^ffect  the  conduct  of  Ix>rd  Melvii^. 

^'  It  is  a  atraoge  mistake  to  suppose  that  Lord  MeiviUf 
had  destroyed  vouchers  and  accounts  on  official  business* 
What  he  destFoyed  w^re  only  papers  accumtilated  upoa 
him  in  a  long  course  of  time,  and  thus  Lord  Memll^ 
is  completely  di^cl^^rged  fjow  9il  this  weight  of  viaiver- 
tattoo. 

'*  'fhere  may  be  nnfavourabie  inferences  from  tlie  de^ 
structioD  Qf  papers^  bjut  frp^i  siich  papers  there  could  bfe 

nothing 
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nothing  to  leatn  respecting  these  charges.  The  proofs  of 
criminality  must  be  supplied  from  the  public  books,  and 
not  from  such  loose  materials.  It  would  be  strange  in- 
deed to  conclude  his  Lordship  to  be  criminal  from  such 
a  clause,  which  he  never  read. 

"  From  the  moment  Mr.  Trotter  did  declare  the  na- 
ture of  the  transaction,  all  embarrassment  on  the  part  of 
Lord  Melville  was  over.  What  dictated  Mr.  Trotter*s 
silence,  led  to  the  destruction  of  his  papers  by  him ;  and 
when  your  Lordships  have  seen  a  direct  motive  for  this 
act  by  Mr.  Trotter,  is  it  consistent  with  your  Lordships* 
justice  to  attribute  culpability  to  the  noble  Defendant? 
All  the  silence  of  Mr.  Trotter  would  have  availed  nothing, 
if  the  commissioners  could  have  obtained  bis  papers ;  if 
those  bad  been  acquired,  his  tacituraity  must  have  been 
abortive.  His  object  is  clear,  it  was  to  protect  himself 
from  criminal  and  civil  actions. 

^'  This  seems  to  me  to  wind  up  all  the  observations  ne* 
cessary  for  me  to  make  on  the  case,  which  I  have  in  trust 
to  defend.   ' 

''  I  have  to  return  to  your  Lordships  niv  sincere 
thanks  for  the  indulgence  you  have  given  me.  When  you 
come,  my  Lords,  to  examine  more  at  leisure  this  evi«- 
dence^'— when  you  contemplate  the  liberality  of  the  noble 
Defendant — when  you  recollect  that  his  heart  was  never 
debased  by  avarice — when  you  consider  the  whole  tenour 
of  his  life,  and  compare  every  part  of  his  history  with  the 
allegations  contained  in  these  charges,  I  am  fully  per* 
suaded  that  his  innocence  will  be  completely  established 
in  your  minds,  and  your  Lordships  will  pronounce  the 
verdict  of  not  guilty.  I  admit  that  the  warrant  signed 
by  his  Lordship  might  expose  him  to  civil  obligations, 
but  whatever  may  be  the  extent  of  this  contract,  it  is  of 
no  importance  to  the  noble  Lord  on  a  criminal  charge. 
I  say,  he  has  not  been  proved  corruptly,  intentionally,  op 
at  all  to  have  taken  a  sixpence  of  the  public  money,  an4 
hence  it  is  unnecessary  to  reason  on  the  operation  pf  the 
warrant  I  contend  also,  that  the  argument  from  the 
statute  is  as  clear  as  the  reasoning  from  th^  facts,  and 
that  both  in  law  and  fact  he  is  clear  of  all  guilt*  The 
mens  rea  is  what  alone  can  establish  his  conylctiou^  ivv 
this  countty,  renowned  for  the  huma^ie  ^o\\c^  v^l\\,^^^^'^ 

3  T  '  ^^^^  V 
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code.  I  have  endeavoured  (o  shew,  my  Lords,  the  hpnour^ 
able  silence  of  the  noble  Defendant,  from  his  sense  of 
public  duty,  personal  honour,  refinement  and  delicacy^, 
^nd  I  hayjs  contrasted  these  sentiments  with  the  silence  of 
Mr.  Trotter,  from,  the  motives  by  which  it  was  dictated. 
The  character  o£  Lord  Melvilie  is  now  to  bp  restored  to 
him  by  your  decision:  he  has  borne  his  calamities  with 
fortitude,  and,  conscious  of  his  own  integrity,  he  will 
await  that  decision  with  a  tranquil  mind. 


"EW^ 
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POURTEENTH  DAY. 

FRIDAY,    MAY    16tH.  , 


SIR  ARTHUR  PIGGOT 

IvOSE  to  address  their  Lordships,  and  said,  that  the 
object  01  the  Managers  of  theCommohs  was,  to  diminish' 
as  much  as  possible,  their  Lordships'  trouble  after  the 
diligent  and  persevering  attention  of  the  Court ;  the 
Commons  howler  keeping  always  in  vi^w  the  great  ends 
of  Justice  which  must  be  attained.  Until  a  recent  state 
of  these  proceedings,  he  had  hoped,  that  it  would  not 
have  been  necessary  that  he  should  trespass  fov  a.  ftioment 
on  their  Lordships'  time,  and  that  his  honorable  friend 
Who  had  opened  the  business,  would  at  tiii^  time  have 
proceeded  to  close  it :  but  the  peculiar  nmntier  in  which 
ihe  defence  ha;d  been  conducted,  had  made  a  trifling  vari- 
ation in  the  plan  of  the  prosecutors.  If  the  defence  of 
the  noble  Lord  had  been  merely  directed  to  weaken  the 
_  evidence,  and  to  prevent  any  inferences  not  legitimately 
consequential  to  the  facts,  their  Lordships  would  have 
heard  nothing  from  him:  but  the  learned  counsel  had 
taken  a  different  course.  Instead  of  examining  the  dif- 
ferent facts,  and  th6  testimony  to  them,  they  had  ven- 
tured to  give  a  constru'ction«to  a  statute,  so*  erroneous, 
and  so  dangerous,  as  to  reijuire  a  very  deliberate  exami- 
nation lest  it  should  go  forth  to  the  world,  that  public 
officers  might  plunder  the  purse  of  the  state  with  impu- 
nity. It  had  been  represented  that  the  trust  reposed  in 
a  great  officer  of  government,  was  like  a  contract  between 
private  individuals  involving  only  civil  obligations.  Their 
Lordships  must  go  tQ  school  again  to  imbibe  such  new 
doctrines,  they  mast  seek  other  instruction  than  that  to' 
'which  tliey  have  been  accustomed,  if  they  were  to  learn, 
that  under  a  remedial  law,  a  public  officer  was  not 
penally  responiiblc. 
.  .  2  T  Q  ''^  "XN^^ 
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The  learned  and  honorable  Manager  said,  he  sbouki 
confine  his  observations  to  the  points  of  law  only,  unless 
he  slightly  touched  upon  the  facts  merely  in  illustratioo 
of  his  legal  opinion.  '*  If  the  construction  of  the  act  as 
stated  before  their  Lordships  was  correct,  the  statute  was 
M'aste  paper,  it  was  absurdity,  it  was  what  was  infinitely 
worse,  it  was  a  mockery  of  parlianientary  institutiou. 
Were  we  to  discover  at  the  commencement  of  the  nine- 
teenth century,  that  there  was  no  security  for  the  public ? 
If  we  were  to  be  told  that  public  officers  might  apply  the 
money  exacted  from  the  people  by  an  oppressive  system 
Qf  taxation,  from  what  notions  of  human  nature  could 
we  suppose  that  the  patience  of  the  inhabitants  of  this 
empire  would  enable  them  to  sustain  the  burthens  im< 
posed  upon  them.  When  the  exorbitant  abuse  of  pubhc 
trust  had  been  exposed  before  parliamentf  measures  were 
taken  to  prevent  the  repetition  of  them;  it  was  ^een 
that  the  daring  maiiner,  who  encounters  the  danger  of 
the  ocean ;  that  the  gallant  soldier  who  braves  the  enemy 
on  tl>e  field  of  battle,  were  likely  to  be  deprived  of  their 
just  reward  by  state  plunderers,  and  immediate  reform 
w  as  necessary ;  not  only  for  the  honor  and  happiness, 
but  for  the  very  existence  of  the  country  as  an  independ- 
ent kingdom.  He  would  not  follow  the  example  of  bis 
learned  friends  in  collecting  the  law  from  the  debates  in 
tlie  senate,  or  from  the  opinion  of  any  individual  mem- 
ber of  parliament,  however  respectable  for  his  talents, 
and  his  virtues.  In  17^0  there  was  a  commission  ap- 
pointed to  enquire  into  the  state  of  the  finances,  and  the 
state  of  the  public  expenditure.;  why  the  money  was 
taken  out  of  the  Exchequei^  and  whither  it  was  conveyed. 
Gentlemen  were  industriously  employed  for  seven  long 
years  in  this  investigation,  and  they  progressively  made 
representations  to  parliament  on  the  subject.  Their  ob- 
ject was  not  only  to  fulfil  their  duty  with  vigour,  but  to 
discharge  it  with  humanity.  It  was  not  the  design  with 
the  Commissioners  to  visit  individuals  with  severity  ;  if  a 
habit  had  gi'own  up,  if  private en^oluments  had  been  long 
^ounived  at,  they  did  not  wish  to  institute  prosecutions, 
•^nd  dis^turb  the  repose  of  families ;  they  were  not  disposed 
to  make  the  children  suffer  for  the  sins  of  their  parents, 
and  such  as  bad  obtained  hereditary  places,  and  ill-gottea 
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|)atrimony,  they  were  willing  to  leave  io  the  enjoyrfient 
of  the  fruit»,  but  they  were  determined  to  prevent  the 
perpetuity  of  this  perilous  system.  They  looked  not  to 
the  past,  they  only  contemplated  tlie  future.  Among  the 
regulatious  which  originated  with  this  important  institu- 
tion, was  the  reform  of  the  oflBce  of  the  Treasurer  of  the 
Navy ;  and  in  consequence  of  their  recommendation,  the 
act  was  passed,  by  which  all  diilicuity  and  doubt  was  re- 
moved, until  it  had  been  suggested  on  the  occasion  of  this 
trial,  by  the  learned  counsel  on  the  other  side;  and  the 
intention  of  it  was,  not  merely  to  direct  th6  conveyance 
of  the  money  to  the  Bank,  but  to  prevent  its  issud  from 
thence,  excepting  for  public  purposes.  It  was  to  destroy 
all  intermediate  deposits;  that  the  money  should  have  no  . 
place  of  repose  between  the  coffers  of  the  Bank,  and  the^ 
pockets  of  the  public  creditors.  What  right  had  Mr.  . 
Trotter  to  assume  to  himself  wisdom  superior  to  the  col- 
lective experience  of  parliament  ?  Instead  of  placing 
himself  above  the  legislature,  whose  will  had  beeh  de« 
clared  by  repeated  statutes,  if  he  conceived  any  thing  to 
be  wrong  in  the  regulations  made,  he  might  have  sub- 
mitted his  opinion  to  the  consideration  of  parliament, 
which  would  have  interposed  its  authority  if  it  were  deem- 
ed necessary. 

*^  This  remedial  law  had  been  imagined  to  be  so  clear 
in  its  terms,  that  this  was  the  first  time  it  had  been 
brought  before  a  court  of  judicature.  AH  courts  in  the 
construction  of  laws  of  this  kind,  assist  themselves  by  at- 
tending to  the  objects  of  the  statute,  or  to  the  evils  in- 
tended to  be  removed  by  it." 

(The.  honourable  and  learned  manager  here  entered 
into  the  particulars  of  the  third  and  eighth  report  of  the 
commissioners  for  auditing  the  public  accounts ;  the  lat^ 
ter  was  particularly  directed  to  the  office  of  the  Pay  mas* 
ter  of  the  Forces ;  and  he  took  an  opportunity  of  making 
a  comparison  betive^n  that  official  situation,  and  the  sta« 
ute  respecting  it,  with  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  the  Na- 
vy, and  the  act  restricting  its  duties.) 

"  The  leading  view  of  the  legislature,  was  the  safe 
custody  of  the  cash  of  the  office,  and  were  they  so  igno- 
rant, that  having  this  design  distinctly  before  them,  they 
could  not  apply  the  terms  explanatory  of  it  ?*  If  the  con* 
struction  of  the  learned  gentlcmau,  wevQ  t\a\,\\,  xJcCv^  ^^^x 
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end  would  be  wholly  disappointed,  and  the  members  must 
be  those  drivelleL*i$  which  such  a  conclusion  implies.    The 
Comniissioners '  were  of  opinion  that  assigned  bills,  of 
which  so  much  had  been  said,  might  be  as  well  paid  by 
drafts  on  the  Bank,  as  in  any  other  way,   and  why  not? 
Could  it  be  said  to  any  man  of  sense,  that  it  was  not  as 
commodieus  to  receive  money  at  the  Bank  of  England,  as 
at  the  shop  of  Messrs.  Coutts  ?   The  assigned  bills  were 
for  large  sums;  few  were  for  so  small  an  amount  as  500/. 
hence  this  excuse  about  assigned  bills  w^s  a  mere  contriv- 
ance to  defeat  the  salutary  purposes  of  the  statute.   Then 
it  was  said,  that  money  was  to  be  paid  from  the  office 
in  items  below  20s,  10^'.  and  1^.  and  it  was  enquired,  wha 
would  think  of  giving  a  poor  defenceless  woman  a  draft 
on  the  Bank  for  such  a  trifle,  scarcely  worth  the  paper  ou 
ivhich  it  was  wTittcn.     If  the  noble  lord  had  extracted 
money  from  the  Bank  only  for  such  frivolous  payments, 
the  deficiencies  in  the  balances  would  not  have  approached 
half  a  million  of  money ;  and   the  iron  chest,  or  evea 
Messrs.  Coutts,  might  have  been  eii>ployed  forany  fi-ivo- 
Iqus  payments  of  this  kind  bona  Jide :  it  would  be  an 
qxcaption  within  the  statute,  and  his  lordship  >rould  have 
heard  nothing  of  this  accusation. 

"  Among  the  extravagant  positions  that  had  been 
maintained  by  his  learned  friend,  one  of  the  least  decent 
and  justifiable  was,  that  the  resolutions  of  the  House  6f 
Commons  were  nothing.  Be  it  so.  The  resolutions  of 
the  House  of  Commons  are  nothing  upon  the  public  ex- 
penditiice  for  which  it  procures  the  supplies.  Be  it  so. 
But  our  gracious  sovereign,  concurring  with  the  House  of 
Commons,  took  measures  on  his  part  consistently  \vith 
the  resolutions;  an  emolument  was  allowed  in  proportion 
to  the  rank  of  the  persons  holding  their  office,  not  in  com- 
pensation for  their  labour,  for  labour  they  had  none. 
Colonel  Barre,  who  preceded  Lord  Melville,  had  an  in- 
crease  of  salary.  Subsequently  in  1782,  the  royal  inten- 
tion of  favour  not  being  completely  accomplished,  a  fresh 
grant  was  made  to  the  noble  defendant,  whose  salary  was 
raised  to  4,000/.  a  year.  Why  was  this  concession  made  r 
It  was  given  in  lieu  of  all  emolument  whatever;  and  from 
that  moment  to  make  a  shilling  interest  of  the  public  mo- 
ney was  to  abandon  the  condition  of  the'  agreen^nt  upon 
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which  he  accepted  the  office.  IJe  should  be  glad  to  listea 
to  that  man,  who  should  be  bold  enough  to  say,  that  in 
such  circumstances,  no  public  duty  was  imposed  upon 
Lord  Melville.  Could  the  king  not  grant  an  increase  of 
salary,  and  prescribe  the  terms  on  which  the  auginenta* 
tion  was  made  ?  Wa^  there  any  thing  in  this  office  so  pe- 
culiar, that  it  restricted  the  authority  of  the  sovereign  of 

Ocl  the  state  :  that  authority  from  which  the  office  itself  ema* 
pates,  and  to  which  it  owes  the  continuation  of  Its  exist* 

^  ence?  Did  they  mean  to  say  that  there  was  no  law  upon 
the  subject-T-nothing  obligatory — no  public  duty  enjoined 
on  the  office — no  public  right  which  can  be  maintained 
by  a  criminal  proceeding  ?  If  this  were  to  be  correct,  wq 
must  renounce  the  whole  system  of  penal  jurisprudence. 
That  which  w^s  law  for  the  noble  defendant,  thank  God^ 
Yfus  also  for  the  meanest  individual. 

-'  It  was  a  most  absurd  supposition,  that  Lord  Melville 
stood  in  no  relation  to  the  king,  but  that  in  which  a  ser-^ 
yant  stood  to  his  master.  If  such  were  the  law,  what  was 
become  of  the  authority  of  the  case  of  Bainbridge.  This 
also  grew  out  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Accounts.  A  noble  lorf  who  lately  presided  in 
Chancery,  was  one  of  the  counsel,  and  also  the  noble 
lord  syho  dictated  the  law  in  this  august  assembly.  The* 
defendant  had  the  assistance  of  one  of  the  ablest  mei| 
known  in  the  history  of  the  profession,  (Mr.  Bearcroft) 
Bainbridge  was  accountant*in  the  Pay-office,  Mr.  Pow- 
pU,  his  predecessor,  had  made  up  his  accounts,  and  died 
in  1784.  The  heatj  of  the  family  was  then  an  infant,  but 
pow  ^n  ornament  of  this  court.  Mr.  Bainbridge  was  tp 
make  up  his  accounts,  of  which  Lord  Holland  was  as  ig? 
porantas  I  am.  Bainbridge  had  omitted  to  do  this,  an4 
be  thought  it  his  interest  to  conceal  it.  Powell  had  ha4 
a  prosecution  commenced  againt  him,  and  be  ceased  tq 
exist,  pending  its  progress.  Bainbridge  lived  to  the  con* 
elusion  of  his  trial,  and  it  was  decided  a^rainst  him.  A 
motion  in  arrest  of  judgment,  and  a  new  trial  were  moved 
for,  which  was  rejected  by  that  illustrious  judge,  Lord 
Mansfield;  and  what  he  said  on  that  occasion,  comr 
prizes  all  the  principles  applicable  to  this  part  of  the  subr 
ject.  The  ground  for  the  new  trial  was,  tKat  the  oflfetvc^ 
f^f  Bmnbridge  at  most,  only  aii>oui\\eO^  Vo  ^\>\^^^  ^"l 
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trust;  that  it  was  a  mere  question  of  civil  right,  and  that 
there  was  no  precedent  of  a  criminal  proceeding  for  the 
same  offence.  Lord  Mansfield  said,  that  if  a  man  accept 
a  |)lace  of  trust  and  confidence,  especially  where  attended 
with  pecuniary  trust,  he  is  amenable  to  the  king  for  the 
faithful  dischaige  of  the  duties  of  it.  There  is  a  breach 
of  trust  between  subject  and  subject,  in  which  the  party 
would  only  be  liable  to  a  civil  action  ;  but  w  ith  tlie  crown 
he  is  indictable.  His  lordship  then  adverted  to  a  case  as 
early  a?  the  time  of  Edward  IIL" 

The  learned  manairer  next  desired  the  attention  of 
their  Lordships  to  the  confession  of  the  noble  defendant 
in  the  House  of  Commons ;  not  extorted  from  him  in  the 
course  of  any  enquiry,  but  voluntarily  tendered  by  him; 
and  after  comparing  some  of  the  prominent  facts  of  the 
case  particularly  bearing  on  the  statute  of  the  25th  Gea 
in.  he  concluded  in  the  following  manner: 
I  "  I  beg  your  Lordships'  pardon  for  having  addressed 
you  at  such  length,  but  I  had  to  controvert  positions^ 
which,  if  not  refuted,  might  have  been  attended  with  the 
most  destructive  consequences.  I,  and  those  with  whom 
I  act,  have  no  pleasure  in  consigning  to  ignominy  the  no* 
'  ble  defendant;  but  you  have  been  addressed  by  his  coun- 
sel in  a  way  calculated  to  excite  a  weak  and  feminine 
compassion,  w;^holly  inconsistent  with  the  tluty  your  Lord- 
ship's have  to  discharge. 

**  No  doubt,  in  private  life.  Lord  Melville  possesses 
virtue  and  honour,  and  the  natural  and  generous  affec- 
tions of  the  human  mind  ;  but  standing  here,  we  repre- 
sent the^  public,  and  we  must  boldly  assert  its  denoands 
before  your  Lordships.  I  am  sure  you  will  recollect, 
that  the  rights  of  the  meanest  subject  are  to  be  respect- 
ed, and  you  will  not  permit  the  hand  of  justice  to  be  im- 
peded by  the  rank  and  dignity  of  the  delinquent  Your 
Lordships  will  honourably  fulfil  the  high  trust  reposed 
in  you,  and  will  not  disappoint  the  expectations  of  the 
united  kingdom  in  the  solemn  administration  of  its  lair$ 
upon  this  important  occasion." 
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MR.  \VHITBR£.VD.. 

[E  Commons  having  addressed  your  lordsbips  to 
itt  of  the  case  which  requires  the  true  exposition 
law  upon  the  subject,  under  the  high  authority  of 
lourable  and  learned  friend,  and  he,  having  refut- 
jangerous  principles  of  his  professional  opponents, 
3mmanded  in  pursuance  of  the  duty  I  have  under* 
to  reply  on  the  matters  in  evidence.  But,  my 
iiow  shall  I  do  this  after  the  confident  manner  in 
you  have  been  addressed  daring  twelve  hours?  I 
retire  disappointed  and  cfiscourjjged  if  I  had  not, 
this  time  of  life,J  distinguished,  that  confidence  of 
:  was  not  always  the  confidence  of  truth,  aild-that 
our  of  the  constitution  and  the  strength  of  the  * 
^ere  sometimes  perfectly  distinct  and  separate  from 
iher. 

[lave  not,  my  lords,  that  ability  to  which  a  modern 
has  pretended,  but  which  the  Syracusan  philoso- 
rver  affected  to  have  attained.  If  Archimides  had 
jred  on  what  fulcrum  to  have  reposed  that  vast 
by  which  he  might  have  destroyed  the  whole  sys- 
the  physical  world,'  he  would  not  have  used  it ;  nor 
ds,  were  I  endowed  with  the  same  power  to  hurl 
aos.the  moral  world,  would  I  employ  it  I  would  * 
nfound  all  truth,  nor  would  I  in  the  exercise  of  - 
eeble  talents  which  I  possess,  attempt  to  pervert 
inds  from  the  course  of  justice  on  this  memorable 
>n. 

y  lords,  when  I  first  cast  my  eye  on  the  report  of 
mmissioners  of  Naval  Enquiry,  one  of  whom  ap- 
before  you,  I  was  determined  to  examine  what 
intry  ought  to  do,  under  such  an  alarming  exposi* 
facts.  My  anxiety  encr.eased  even  in  proportion 
uccess,  but  whatever  I  may  have  felt  at  any  ear- 
•iod,  it  is  nothing  compared  to  my  sensibility  at  this 
It  under  the  weight  of  duty  I  have  to  discharge. 
;  the  circumstances  that  increase  this  painful  sen- 
is  the  refined  sarcasm  of  the  learned  counsel,  who 
nes  instead  of  defending  his  noble  client  against 
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the  charges,  found  it  more  convenient  to  institute  nevr 
charges  against  me,  and  to  smile  at  the  variety  of  busi* 
ness  I  have  undertaken  in  different  Characters.    If  I  have 
not  only  hewn  the  stone,  but  laid  the  foundation — if  ^ 
Mk  deputed  to  put  the  key-stone  to  the  arch  when  I  have 
thus  prepared  the  materials,  your  lordships  will  not  sup* 
pose  me  to  be  culpable,  if,  in  addition  to  my  former  la* 
hours,  I  also  fulfil  this  duty.     But  let  not  the  learned 
counsel  flatter  himself  that  he  has  succeeded  in  distraci- 
ingmy  attention  from  the  subjects  to  which  I  have  to  re- 
ply. The  stores  of  his  classical  mind  may  have  furnished 
him  with  examples,  when  the  race  is  not  to  the  swift,  aod 
whereby  Uttcs  and  artifiq^s  the  natural  powers  have  been 
diverted  or  misapplied.     In  the  early  tales  of  infancy 
sbmtg  golden  dreams  have  amused  my  imagination,  and  I 
have  heard  of  a  mountain,  at  the  summit  of  which  a  great 
treasure  was  to  be  obtained  that  many  had  undertaken  to 
acquire;  but  so  many  obstacles  had  been  successively 
presented  to  them,  that  their  hopes  were  disappointed. 
If  they  waited  to  listen  or  to  iildulge  themselves  with  (he 
view  of  the  fleeting  objects,  they  were  turned  into  stone; 
^ey  were  to  be  alarmed  by  no  threats,  fatigued  under  do 
trials,  and  to  pursue  their  object  straight  onward  until 
they  hat]  accomplished  the  purposes  of  their  noble  ambir 
tion.    I  shall  endeavour  to  encourage  this  disposition— I 
shall  aspire  with  the  same  ardour,  and  shall  not  be  di- 
verted from  my  course  by  the  artifices  employed  to  se^ 
doce  me.     Tlie  time  will  come,  when  I  shall  be  able  to 
Satisfy  the  public,  that  the  characters  in  which  I  have  ap- 
peared, which  have  excited  so  much  pleasantry  in  the 
learned,  are  none  of  them  incompatible,  while  I  condoct 
ttiyself  with  propriety  asa  manager,  and  with  honour  Asa 
man.     My  lords,  there' are  no  duties  which  an  upright 
teart  may  not  fulfil. 

**  I  have  not,  my  lords,  been  insensible  under  the  mirth 
I  have  afforded,  but  as  there  are  pfeins  to  which  the  hu- 
man body  is  subjeet,  which  the  most  delicate  of  the  race 
can  endure  under  the  expectation  of  the  ])romised  bles- 
sing, so  I,  under  the  lash  of  the  wit  of  the  learned  coun- 
sel, have  antici|)aled  a  glorious  reward  in  the  service 
I  have  rendered  to  wy  country, 

••  JNIy  lords,  you  have  by  this  time  discovered  that  I  was 
:    -  \  noi 
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not  at  all  mistaken,  when  I  informed  you  of '  the^ tatelHS' 
that  were  opposed  to  me.  Of  these  powers  they  hav# 
given  ari  indisputable  proof,  and  they  have  acted  li4ce  abl^ 
and  honejjt  men.  We  have  had  every  thfng  that  iogenu'*-' 
rty  could  supply,  but  unfortunately  for  their  nobfe  client, 
we  have  had  nothing  to  wliicb  it  could  be  advantageously' 
directed.  ..': 

**  It  is  a  wise  maxim  in  policy,  that  when  a  man  i^  at*" 
faigned  for  a  crime,  he  should  not  undertake  his  own  de*' 
fence.     How  truly  has  this  been  exemplified  at  the  pre*' 
sent  trial.     Lord  Melville  has  had  the  benefit  of  the  pow** 
ers  of  eloquence,  but  of  this  his  lordship  would  have  hact 
the  assistance  if  he  had  personally  undertaken  that  de-' 
fence ;  for  the  exercise  of  these   I  have  witnessed  ten 
thousand  times.  But  in  that  case  the  parts  could  not  have 
been  so  dexterously  managed,  the  mode  in  which  it  was 
conducted  must  necessarily  tmve  been  changed,  and  for 
the  form  of  it  we  are  told,  that  the  learned  counsel,  and* 
not  their  client,  are  responsible.    The  noble  lord  found 
it  much  more  prudent  to  trust  his  defence  to  those  whose 
passions   were  not  violently  agitated,  and  whose  con- 
sciences did  not  interfere  with  the  assertions  they  were 
to  support.    Yet,  under  the  inconsistencies  to  which  gen- 
tlemen in  such  situations  are  exposed,  there  is  danger  inr 
permittiug  more  than  one  to  open  his  mouth,  and  there 
•is  still  greater  danger  when,  under  these  circumstances,- 
a  defendant  undertakes  a  part  of  this  difficult  duty.   'Per> 
haps  it  would  be  difficult  for  any  man  less  ingenious  than' 
the  learned  counsel,  to  vindicate  all  the  dexterous  drlif 
fices  which  have  been  resorted  to  in  the  defence,     Frorn* 
one  of  these  gentlemen  we  have  had  a  most  able  speech* 
of  eight  solid  hours  (to  borrow  one  of  his  own  phrases)*.  • 
During  all  this  time  he  endeavours  to  evade,  mislead,  arid* 
misrepresent,  and  to  express- his  utter  astonishment  at  a' 
thousand  things  of  which  his  learned  co-adjutor  made  a 
free  ;concession  in  the  next  four  »olid  hours  ;  but  be'twccfi' 
the  surprise  and  contradiction  of  the  one,  aiid  the  moi-e 
accommodating  disposition  of  the  other,   I  trust  it  wiH^ 
appear  that  our  case  is  unshaken,  and  thnt  Lord  Mefvilte  * 
is  guilty.    I  will  not  follow  the  learned  counsel,  by  ^^tating  * 
what  has  happened  unconnected  with  thesiecini'ge.s^;  but' 
I^  may  take  a  review  of  the  principles  not  out^  ;xttiicv.vcv% 
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^he  character  of  this  prosecution— not  only  affecting  the 
noble  individual  who  is  the  object,  but  the  criminal  juris- 
prudence-of  thifi  country,  which  we  have  been  so  loog 
fold  reposes  on  a  sure  rock  of  foundation. 

*'  The  learned  counsel  has  talked  of  cruelty  and  vexa- 
tion, and  of  various  sources  of  calamity,  which  are  no 
matter  of  consideration  before  your  lordships,  and  if  they 
were,  I  would  refute  every  syllable  that  has  been  uttered 
on  the  subject,  Lord  Melville  is  upon  his  trial — he  is 
brought  before  you  by  the  Commons  of  the  united  king- 
dom of  Great-liritain,  by  a  body  jealous  of  their  privi- 
leges, jealous  of  every  thing  that  should  interfere  with 
their  prescriptive  rights. 

"  If  we  view  \he  political  history  of  this  country,  we  see 
that  the  modo  of  trial  by  impeachment  has  been  employed 
on  various  occasions — that  sometimes  it  has  been  relin- 
quished, at  others,  by  long  delay,  it  has  been  brought 
into  disrepute.  We  desire,  my  lords,  to  vindicate  its 
character.  It  has  been  said  before  that  public,  by 
whom  1  am  at  this  moment  surrounded,  that  the  inienr 
tion  of  this  prosecution  was  to  expose  the  noble  defend- 
ant to  an  enormous  expence.  This  I  deny,  and  I  feel 
great  satisfaction  in  saying,  that  the  Commons  have 
maintained  their  dignity.  I  am  happy  to  think,  that,  ia 
the  court  before  which  I  speak,  is  concentered  all  the 
ppwerful  learning  of  the  law,  and  that  all  the  legal,  know- 
ledge of  his  counsel  has  been  employed  for  Lord  ifel- 
ville.  1  am  also  glad,  that  in  favour  of  the  defendant, 
are  all  the  mildness  and  generosity  of  the  heart,  all  the 
gentle  feelings  of  humanity,  and  that  against  the  prose- 
cutors is  presented  that  sternness  with  which  it  is  natu- 
ral to  listen  to  accusers ;  and  I  glory  in  the  reflection, 
that  if  a  model  of  an  impeachment  were  wanting  to  the 
country,  there  is  one  now  aftbrded  which  will  do  justice 
to  the  dignity  and  honour  of  the  state.  But  I  wish  I 
fotild  say,  that  tHe  counsel  for  the  noble  defendant  had 
treated  the  managers  with  that  propriety  which  left  no 
imputation  upon  them.  When  insinuations  are  thrown 
f^lit,  asaisted  by  the  arts  of  cadence  and  gesticulation— 
when  intimations  are  given,  as  if  papers  material  to 
the  cause  had  been  meanly  obtained  or  fraudulently  ^^iih- 
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held  ;  if,  in  these  circumstances,  the  managers  do  not  fe^ 
mortification,  it  is  becaube  they  do  not  deserve  blame. 
.  "  My  loids,  you  have  heard  some  complaints  respect-? 
ing  the  disadvantages  the  noble  defendant  suffered  under 
the  mode  of  trial  now  adopted.  If  they  are  such,  they 
are  at  least  of  his  own  seeking.  Lord  Melville  \va$ 
to  have  been  prosecuted  In  a  court  of  law,  where  we  ara 
told  he  might  challenge  his  jury,  and  the  late  attorney* 
general  was  directed  to  draw  up  the  charge.  This  mode 
was  changed  by  the  interposition  of  a  powerful  friend^ 
who  recommended  that  be  should  be  impeached,  assert- 
ing, at  ihe  same  time,  that  he  was  guilty  of  no  crime. 
Thus,  by  his  own  interference,  through  the  medium  of 
bis  friend,  the  method  of  trial  was  varied. 

*^  The  learned  counsel,  sensible  of  the  weakness  of  his 
case,  has  endeavoured  to  mislead  you  from  the  topics  of 
enquiry  to  something  unconnected  with  the  cause,  and 
with  this  view,  during  the  cross-examination  of  the  wit- 
nesses they  have  endeavoured  to  impress  your  lordships' 
n[iinds  with  the  great  services  Lord  Melville  has  rendered 
to  the  empire.  We  were  told  of  his  high  offices  as  secre- 
tary of  state  of  the  war  department,  as  president  of  the 
board  of  controul,  of  his  posts  of  honour  in  Scotland, 
and  of  the  fidelity  and  activity  with  which  he  discharged 
this  complicated  duty.  Milords,  we  accuse  him  of  no- 
thing venal  and  corrupt  w  ith  fespect  to  these  stations  of 
public  responsibility,  we  charge  him  only  as  Treasurer  of 
the  Navy,  and  this  charge  we  have  supported.  The 
learned  counsel  knew  his  plan,  and  it  was  well  concerted : 
he  thought  such  a  representation  might  have  an  unfa- 
vourable effect  upon  the  managers,  and  prejudice  the 
court  against  particular  individuals,  who  liad  taken  a  de- 
cided part  against  the  noble  lord*s  adipinistration.  But; 
I  can  assure  the  learned  counsel,  that  by  suchexpedients, 
I  shall  not  be  forced  into  political  controversy — I  shall 
neither  shew  the  impolicy  of  the  noblelord,  nor  pronounce 
the  eulogium  of  his  opponents;  he  comes  here  as  a  man^ 
not  as  a  statesman,  to  answer  for  the  dcrilcction  of  bit 
public  duties  in  one  particular  office.  We  have  been 
told,  with  great  ostentation  of  the  sums  the  defendant  has 
resigned  At  an  early  period  with  minuteness,  but  they 
$ay,  we  cannot  with  propriety  call  for  accounts  twevxt^-fovvt 
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years?  ago — whence  then  this  affectation  of  ignorance  from 
distance  of  tinier     Then,  they  say,  we  exhibit  all  his  ac- 
counts; every  guinea  to  the  last  farthing  which  has  been 
acquired  by  the  noble  lord.     True,  it  is,  we  did  put  in 
a  paper,  the  result  of  calculation  upon  particular  profits, 
and  so  successfully  were  they  fixed  upon  him  that  he  Qoold 
not  get  rid  of  them,  although  they  constitute  a  very  small 
part  of  our  charge.     They  produced  Mr.  Pollock  and 
and  some  others,  and  then  they  confidently  ask,  *  How 
can  you  be  so  ungenerous  to  the  public,  so  unfeeling  to 
the  individual,  as  to  prosecute  this  great  and  excellent 
man  ?     You  charge  him  with  the  misapplication  of  a  li- 
mited amount,  and  we  shew  you  that  his  bounty  has  re- 
signed much  more  to  the  coffers  of  the  state.'     But,  sup- 
posing, my  lords,  that  he  had  given  up  a  much  larger  part 
of  his  salaries,  would  that  prevent  your  lordships  from 
pronouncing  him  guilty ;  such  an  allegation  will   repel 
what  the  Commons  have  proved  in  support  of  the  articles 
they  have  adduced.     After  the  sort  of  testimony  to  which 
the  learned  counsel  have  resorted,  it  would  be  competent 
to  the  Commons  to  shew,  that  in  the  resignation  of  salary 
which  has  been  so  ostentatiously  displayed,  there  was  in 
fact   no  relinquishment   of  any   thing  he  was  able  to 
retain  ;  or,  more  accurately,  of  what  he  was  not  able  to 
acquire,  for  he  could  not  retain  what  he  never  acquired. 
There  is  an  indisputed  fact  upon  the  journals  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  by  the  arrangement  made,   no  servant  of  the 
public  can  receive  more  than  fOOOl.  a  year,  sa  that  the 
salaries  of  40001.,  20001 ,  1,5001,  and  60001.  pretended 
tb  be  due  to  the  Right  Honourable  Henry  Dundas,  were 
in  fact,  not  due,  and  he  could  receive  no  more  than 
60001.  a  year.'   But  to  whom  did  he  surrender  with  ail 
this  liberality  the  surplus.     We  are  told,  indeed,  that  i( 
went  to  that  public,  whose  monies  he  had  employed  for 
his  own  emolument.     This,  like  the  rest,  is  an  egregious 
mistake,  not  a  shilling  of  it  went  to  the  public,  the  whole 
was  reservcid  on  the  civil  list.     But,  my  lords,  it  may  be 
enquired,  why  he  did  not  take  this  salary  of  GOOOl.  a  year, 
and  not  be  treasurer  of  the  navy,  secretary  to  the  war  de- 
partment, or  president  of  the  board  of  controul  r     Was 
h6  a  man  of  so  much  importance,  that  nobody  but  himself 
could  be  found  so^ro^et  lo^VV\l\e^e  hi^h  situations— wa^ 


h^  «o  a€ti^^e  and- energetic  that  noi^  but  himself  could 
c^iseharge  these  lahorioutf  duties?  Are  ^ve,  my  Lords^sQ 
ignorant  of  human  nature,  so  little  skilled  in  political 
interest,  s6  little  acquainted  with  the  dictates  of  ambi« 
tion  as  to  suppose^  that  if  a  Treasurer  of  the  Navy 
bad  been  wanted,  no  man  could  be  found  to  accept 
4,CXX)L  a  year  for  doing  nothing?  Lord  Melville  was 
i|ot  unapprised  of  the  dignity  and  influence  attached  to 
the  office.  I  charge  him  with  knowing  that  4, 000  L  a 
year  was  better  as  Treasurer  of  the  Navy,  than  6,0001^ 
q^  year  in  some  other  situfttions,  and  this  constitutes  a 
presumption^  and  a  very  strong  presumption  in  thecase^ 
mnd  hence  he  said,  **  I,  will  be  Treasurer  of  the  Navy 
still."  The  attachment  to  office,  and  to  the  advantages 
to  which  I  ^biye  just  referred  connected  with  it,  is 
shewn  by  the  reluctance  with  which  he  retired  from 
lusother  station.  It  was  neither  thought  decent  nor  legal 
uoder  the  other  engagements  into  which  he  had  entered 
to  retain  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State,  and  he  said,  ''  I 
will  go  out  immediately;*'  but  this  immediately  com^ 
prised  a  term  of  ten  years. 

*  •  Whatever  solicitude  I  may  feel,  that  no  part  of  this 
comprehensive  case,  may  escape  ipy  notice,  or  be  left 
incomplete  in. the  minds  of  ypur  J^ordships;  yet  in  this 
last  stage  of  the  prQsecutiou,  I  think  it  less  necessary 
to  bring  the  whole  before  you  than  to.  compress  it  int0 
a  narrow  compass,  so  that  a  great  variety  of  argument 
on  minor  subjects,  rather  addressed  to  your  feelings 
than  your  judgment,  I  shall  pass  over  unnoticed. 
«.  **  V our  Lordships  were  told  that  the  noble  defendant 
had  no^  turn  for  figures,  he  was  represented  to  you  as 
incapable  of  determining  that  two  and  two  naade  four, 
^ndas  to  money  matters  he  had  no  idea  of  them;  Such 
.is  the.  sort  of 'comment  in  the  evidence  which  the  learn- 
ed, counsel  have  made ;  and  if  no  person  had  been  re- 
quired to  foHow  them,  and  if  this  had  not  been  the 
iribunal- before  which  the  noble  defendant  was  tried,  some 
.«ffoct  n^ight  have  been  produced.  But  what  appears 
upon  the  evidence.?  On  his  fir^t  introduction  into  office 
Jiis  attention  was  directed  to  the  augmentation  of  his  sa- 
Jlaiy  and  tiiat it  should  be  more  effectually  secured  than 
•tliat  wliich  was  paid  to  Colonel  Barre.  But  to  refute  such 
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a  position,  such  a  degradation  of  the  Doble  Lord  s  pow* 
er%  such  a  libel  on  bis  character  and  talents,  we  need 
only  look  to  the  India  accounts  which  M'ere  periodically 
presented  by  his  Lordship  to  the  House  of  Commons  : 
the  prodigious  complication  of  those  accounts  rendered 
them  dark  and  inscrutable  even  to  men  clear  and  lutni* 
nous  in  their  conception,  until  his  Lordship  placed 
them  in  a  point  of  view  so  distinct  and  metliodical,  that 
be  seemed  to  have  devoted  his  M'hole  life  to  arithme' 
tical  con»putation.  Then  the  learned  counsel  say  in  the 
face  of  all  this  glaring  contradiction,  that  if  he  had  a 
taste  for  this  study  he  would  not  have  had  the  ability  to 
make  the  acquirements.  My  Lords  I  should  not  really 
have  adverted  to  this,  but  the  over-statement  of  these 
gentlemeti  is  so  extravagant  that  we  cannot  easily  pass  it 
over  unnoticed. 

"  My  Lords  we  have  shewn  by  the  powerful  organ  of 
the  law  the  Commons  have  employed  this  day*  what  is 
the  true  construction  of  the  statute;  still  there  were  rea-- 
sons  why  a  different  language  should  be  resorted  to  by 
the  learned  counsel  for  .the  defendant,  because  the 
balances  whicli  have  been  proved  to  be  outstanding 
ought  under  a  correct  view  of  the  statute  to  have  been 
paid  in,  and  they  were  not  paid  iri,  the  intention  there- 
fore was  to  rebut  if  possible  this  charge  of  illegality  on 
the  conduct  of  the  noble  defendant.  There  was  a  remark- 
able inconsistency  between  the  modesty  with  which  one 
of  the  learned  counsel,  so  frequently  appealed  to  your 
Lordships'  sensibility,  and  the  confidence  with  which  he 
opened  his  address.  "  If"  (said  he,  with  all  the  force 
of  emphasis^  and  with  all  the  solemnity  of  gesture) 
'*  you  can  fix  one  single  mark  of  corruption  upon 
the  noble  defendant  which  we  ca^nnot  remove,  I  give  up 
the  case  and  Lord  Melville  is  guilty."  Observe  the  se- 
quel to  this  lofty  declaration ;  He  admitted  that  we  had 
proved  one  fact,  exhibiting  that  corruption,  that  ^tain, 
which  he  could  not  wipe  away;  but  he  adds,  that  after 
twenty-four  years  the  evidence  was  brought,  and  that 
from  distance  of  time  only  it  was  not  controverted.  Mj 
Lords,  of  this  single  act,  at  least,  we  have  proof  which 
the  learned  counsel  has  not  attempted  to  resist  j  the  infer- 
ence is  obvious;  knd  Lord  Melville  is  guilty  on  the  ad- 
mission 
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mission  of  his  own  legal  advisers  :  but  where  is  the  eon- 
sUtency  of  all  this?  We  do  not  find  on  other  occasions 
the  same  defect  of  memory.  His  Lordship  can  look  back 
many  years  and  speak  upon  his  oath.  Under  the  sacrod 
pledge  he  avowed  tliat  he  had  no  difficulty  in  declaring 
that  when  Mr,  Douglas  was  pay-master  he  received  no 
advantage  whatever  from  the  public  monies ;  yet  this 
particular  period  of  twenty-four  years  euibarrasses.  his 
mind^  and  why  ?  Because  we  have  proved  the  fact  as 
clearly,  as  if  twenty-four  days  had  not  transpired  since 
the  event, 

•'  Then  my  Lords,  they  lament  over  the  melancholy 
occurrence  of  the  death  of  this  witness,  and  with  some* 
what  less  appearance  of  decency  they  occasionally  ex* 
press  their  grief  and  mortification,  on  account  of  the 
destruction  of  those  papers,  which  were  destroyed  under 
an  authority  given  in  the  release  for  that  express  pur- 
pose signed  by  the  noble  defendant  himself.  I  wish 
my  Lords,  that  Mr.  Douglas  were  alive,  if  it  were  only 
for  the  purpose  of  reading  and  authenticating  his  own 
manuscripts;  I  rather  think  he  would  have  been  a  mbst 
unwelcome  visitor,  and  that  the  learned  counsel  them- 
selves would  have  been  as  dumb  as  Mr.  Trotter  was  on 
some  former  occasions.  Considering  the  connection 
which  has  been  discovered,  and  the  broad  facts  which 
have  been  exposed,  perhaps  the  expressions  of  sorrow 
most  sinjo^ular  and  least  expected  were  those  which  the 
learned  counsel  employed  when  speaking  of  Mr.  Trot- 
ters unhappy  taciturniiy. 

*'  The  death  of  Mr.  Douglas  was  the  act  of  nature, 
the  destruction  of  the  papers  was  the  act  of  Ix)rd  Mel- 
ville and  Mr,  Trotter,  the  dumbness  of  Mr.  Trotter 
was  his  own  act,  because  he  was  an  accomplice.  What 
was  the  reflection  of  Lord  Melville,  when  he  applied  to 
appear  before  the  House  of  Counnoiis  on  his  own  vin- 
dication, "  I  know,"  (said  lie)  **  that  Douglas  is  dead, 
that  the  papers  are  gone,  that. Trotter  is  silent,  and  I 
shall  not  be  detected.''  But  unfortunately  for  his  Lord- 
ship, industry  will  do  wonders;  it  will  sometimes  Irus- 
4rate  the  best  connected  schemes,  and  disappoint  the 
most  reasonable  expectations.  1  he  secret  is  out.  Wc 
w  ished^  we  toiled,  we  omitted  no  one  thing  to  su^^t^ 
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the  charges  we  have  exhibited,  we  endeavoured  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  not  be  disgraced  when  it  re- 
luctantly appeared  in  the  painful  character  of  an  accuser. 
While  we  were  engaged  in  this  important  duty,  to  justify 
the  commons  of  the  kingdoin^  the  learped  counsel  has 
thought  lit  to  amuse  himself  with  our  assiduity,  and  in 
order  to  throw  an  odium  upon  the  prosecution,  he  has 
told  you  of  our  looking  here  and  there,  of  our  hunting 
over  private  papers,  and  ransacking  the  garrets  of  wi- 
dows and  prphans.  Where  were  these  private  papers  to 
be  sought,  but  in  the  hands  of  the  executors  of  Mr. 
Douglas?  If  a  great  public,  officer  have  misused  the 
monies  entrusted  to  his  care,  how  is  his  delinquency  to 
be  discovered,  how  to  be  exposed  more  successively, 
and  incontrovertibly  ?  I  think  we  may  venture  to  leave  it 
even  to  the  candor  of  the  learned  counsel,  if  we  have 
made  an  idle  and  ostentatious  display  of  domestic  se- 
crets and  private  embarrasment. 

"  There  was  another  subject  touched  upon  by  the 
learned  counsel,  the  arguments  of  which  were  a  little 
shaken  by  the  honorable  and  learned  manager,  who  has 
so  lately  addressed  your  Lordbhips.  It  was  said  that 
Lord  Melville  was  in  the  habit  of  using  hasty  expressi- 
ons, that  for  the  support  of  this  prosecution,  the  ebulitiou 
ofthe  moment  wasminuteddown  as  the  result  of  deliberate 
thought,  and  even  his  silence  was  interpreted  into  a  crime. 
Then  we  had  a  philippic  on  the  glorious  freedom  of  speech 
contrasted  with  the  liberty  5f  silence  equally  desira^ 
ble  *)d  glorious. 

*^  Notwithstanding  all  the  mystery  which  had  been  re- 
sorted to  for  the  purposes  of  this  defence,  we  were 
boldly  informed  by  the  learned  counsel  that  Lord  Mel- 
ville had  courted  enquiry.  To  draw  a  comparison  be- 
iweea  the  thick  veil  thrown  over  all  the  transactions, 
and  that  manly  exposure  to  which  the  learned  counsel 
alluded  is  not  very  material  to  the  subject,  aUhough  I 
have  certainly  formed  an  opinion  upon  it,  yet  I  shall 
say  nothing  rejgarding  it.  It  is  true,  the  time  was  when 
bisXfOrdship  of  his  own  accord,  of  his  own  pure;  motioD 
in  a  letter  to  the  speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  re^ 
quested  to  be  heard  in  his  defence^  My  Lords,  it  was 
4>0t  |n  iiidividual  member  s^eakkio^  there  upon  a  parti- 
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tiilai'  question.  He  came  there  not  to  legislate,  but  to 
speak  in  the  defence  of  his  own  integrity  and  honor. 
And  here  your  Lordships  have  seen  anotlier  vexatious 
expedient  of  the  learned  counsel.  Was  it  right  for  hitn 
during  my  cross-examination,  to  interrogate  me  on  the 
matter  in  my  speech  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  an- 
swer to  the  noble  Lord.  The  learned  counsel  repeated 
it,  he  had  it  written  before  him  and  selected  particular 
passages.  My  Lords,  if  it  were  in  my  power,  and  if  it 
were  to  the  purpose  I  would  repeat  the  whole  that  passed 
from  my  lips,  for  I  am  ashamed  of  nothing  I  have  ut- 
tered. These  things  are  in  themselveslittle  incidents,  but* 
they  in  no  degree  tend  to  soften  the  asperity  of  disserta- 
tation;  they  h?ive  no  relation  to  the  subject,  and  they 
might  as  well  talk  of  murder,  fire,  or  any  thing  else  to 
alarm  the  feelinojs  instead  of  the  charades  under  conside- 
ration. 

"  There  is  another  mode  of  defence  w^hich  approaches 
somewhat  nearer  to  the  subject,  but  which  in  no  degree 
countervails  the  strong  matters  in  proof;  yet  it  is  accom- 
panied with  a  sort  of  insinuating  manner — it  is  addressed 
as  an  appeal  to  your  Lordships  by  which  you  may  suppose 
that  more  is  meant  than  is  expressed.  '  Wliat,  (say 
they)  when  the  noble  defendant  had  so  much  in  his  power, 
•  when  one  hundred  and  twenty  millions  of  money  were  pro- 
gressively under  his  controui,  after  examining  all  his  ac- 
counts and  investigating  every  public  and  private  docu- 
ment to  which  you  can  procure  access,  does  all  that  you 
can  discover  amount  to  this,  that  he  condescended 
to  pick  up  shillings  in  an  account  with  his  Banker,  and 
stooped  to  such  low,  mean,  groveling  thievery  ?*  All 
that  we  Sjay  in  answer  to  this  is,  that  we  prove  it.  We 
stand  upon  the  ground  of  the  evidence  of  \^'hat  we  assert, 
we  neither  enter  into  the  moral  or  religious  impressions 
of  his'lordship,  we  merely  state  the  fact,  supported  by  in- 
disputable testimony  and  we  leave  him  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion from  the  highest  authority :  *  What  should  a  man  give 
in  exchange  for  his  soul  ?* 

"  The  learned  counsel  thought  fit  to  make  a  very  free 
commentary  on  the  summing  up  of  the  evidence  on  the 
part  of  the  Commons,  whicli  was  executed  w  ith  so  much 
correctness  of  judgment  and.  felicity  of  style,  by  an  hono- 

2^2  \^J^<^ 
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rable  manager  (Sir  Samuel  Romilly).    What  could  not 
be  resisted  was  perverted,  and  their  Lordships  were  told 
that  the  case,  with  all  its  ample  ramifications,  were  reduc- 
ed to  two  or  three  points,  which  were  capable  o£  receivii:^ 
a  distinct  and  satisfactory  answer.  Whether  such  distinct 
and  satisfactory  answer  had  been  given«  their  Lordships 
were  perfectly  competent  to  judge :  it  is  true  that  tbe 
honorable  and  learned  manager  did  endeavour  to  dtscQ- 
cumbei^  the  facts  of  all  needless  contingencies,  and  to 
place  the  whole  subject,  extensive  as  it  appears  on  tbe 
evidence,  in  a  shape  that  would  render  it  familiar  and  in- 
telligible to  the  common   understanding  of  mankind. 
With  this  view  the  minuteness  of  detail  was  properly  dis- 
regarded ;  preliminary  and  auxiliary  proof  met  with  little 
observation,   but  the  main  questions  were  placed   in  a 
most  luminous  point  of  view,  which  cannot  be  obscured 
by  the  veil  thrown  over  it  by  the  learned  gentleman.    But, 
my  Lords,  if  any  omissions  have  been  made  by  u%  lu  the 
conduct,  they  will  be  abundantly  supplied  by  the  dili- 
gent attention   your  Lordships  have   constantly   paid, 
through  the  whole  course  of  this  important  enquiry.    I 
thank  the  learned  counsel  for  reminding  me  of  what  was 
said  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  just  alluded,  when 
the  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  Commons  had  termi- 
nated.    The  honorable  and  learned  iijanager  had  told 
your  Lordships,  that  the  judgment  you  must  pronounce 
in  the  faithful  discharge  of  your  duty  was  olwious  if  the 
evidence  that  had  been  adduted  had  been  uncontradicted; 
and,  in  t^e  candour  of  his  mind,  he  added,  that  every  man 
familiar  with  cases  of  this  nature  was  apprized  that  a  case 
made  out  apparently  incontrovertibly  on  tbe  part  of  tbe 
prosecutor,   was  sometimes  completely   negatived  and 
destroyed  by  the  defence.     My  i^rds,  the  learned  coun- 
sel have  hau  the  evidence  l>efore  them,   and  they  have 
been  afforded  the  best  oppq^ituaity  of  giving  that  distinct 
and  satisfactory  answer  which  they  ventured  to  anticipate. 
What  is  the  result?  The  testimony  remains   unshaken 
and  uncontradicted,  and  I  must  repeat  in  the  language  of 
the  honorable  and  learned  manager,  that  ^  the  judgment 
your  Lordships  have  to  pronounce  in  the  faithful  dicharge 
of  your  duty  is  obvious.* 

"  The 
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*  ''  The  learned  counsd  neareet  irie  (Mr.  Pknher)  neji^ 
proceeded  to  cmicize  npoo  what  bis  profession  enables 
him  to  speaic  to  with  peculiar  ability,  and  your  lordships 
were.^afornied^  that  our  articles  exhibiting  the  charges 
against  the  noble  defendant  were  not  drawn  up  with  the 
techfiical  pnecision  which  was  fit  and  deeorous  on  such  a 
•solemn  occasion.  The  learned  counsel  must  permit  me 
<to  assert,  with  some  confidence,  what  I  have  learnt  in 
the  sphere  of  my  public  duty,  and  to  dedare,  in  Che 
>Bame  of  those  for  whom  I  now  appear,  that  the  Com- 
mons of  Britain,  in  the  proceedings  under  any  impeach* 
ment,  :wre  not-  restricted  to  the  forms  of  a  legal  indict- 
ment, and  that  they  have  a  right  to  draw  up  thescf  arti- 
cles more  generally  and  comprehensively.  They  bavie 
noiouly  a  right  to  do  it  from  ancient  and  established 
precedent,  but  it  is  thetr  duty  to  do  it,  that  the  public 
delinquent  rasay  not  escape  punisbnienL 

^*  The  learned  counsel,  who  had  once  been  2Lt  able  as- 
sistant and  manago*  for  the  House  of  Commons,  with  a 
late  distinguished  member  (Mr.  Burke),  among  other 
parliatneatary  authorities,  acted  as  bis  coadjutor  in  that 
public  duty.  Your  lordships  know,  that  Mr.  Burke 
drew  up  one  of  the  most  able  reports  that  ever  appeared 
on  the  journals  of  the  Commons,  and  to  that  report, 
wiiich  states  not  only  what  those  proceedings  were,  but 
what  they  ought  to  be,  consistently  with  the  dignity  of 
that  house^  I  will  refer  the  learned  counsel.  The  usage 
of  parliament,  says  a  great  legal  authority,  which  has 
been  already  quoted  (Cowper),  is  the  spirit  of  the  law 
of  the  land,  and  whatever  trammels  may  be  necessary  in 
the  inferior  courts,  we  insist  that  the  articles  we  have 
prepared  are  according  to  the  forms,  and  consonant  with 
the  privileges  of  the  High  Court  of  Parliatnent.  The 
memory  of  the  learned  counsel  may  assist  him  in  recol- 
.Iccting  another  occasion  when  a  question  aiK>se  on  this 
?very  sutject,  and  the  venerable  judges,  to  whose  dicta 
tlie  learned  counsel  is  accustomed  to  listen  with  so  much 
respect,  said,  *  The  impeachment,  in  point  of  time  and 
<form,  is  according  to  the  usage  of  impeachments. in  paiv 
liament.' 

"  Soqie  advantage  has  been  taken  even  of  the  privi- 
leges 
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leges  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  these  circumstancesi 

jand  it  has  been  urged  before  your  lordships,  that  the 

House  of  Commons  not  being  governed  by  the  same 

^ule$  of  evidence  which  prevail  in  the  courts  below,  ihe 

nol^le  defendant  has  not  the  same  protection  which  he 

wpuld  receive  were  he  prosecuted  under  the  ordinary 

forms  of  law.     My  lords,  the  Commons  have  thought  ft 

, their  duty  so  far  to  assert  their  rights  as  to  dechire,  tbsft 

they  are  not  restricted  by  the  same  roles  which,  for  the 

.safety  of  the  subject,  are  uniformly  adopted  in  the  cotn- 

4non  course  of  the  criminal  jurisprudence  of  the  country. 

jBut  I  beg  your  lordships  distinctly .  to  undersand,  that 

Jbis  right  which  they  most  explicitly  claim,  they  have 

.not  on  this  occasion  exercised;  and  although  the  noble 

defendant  would  have  had  no  reason  to  complain  if 

their  just  iptimunities  bad  controuled  the  customary  forms 

of  proceeding  under  the  penal  code,  yet,  in  the  progress 

.^f  this  prosecution,  every  part  of  the  proof  has  been 

conducted  with  the  same  strictness  and  severity  in  favour 

of  the  accused  as  is  required  in  the  courts  below. 

^^  I  must  not  neglect  to  observe  upon  what  the  learned 
counsel  has  objected^toin  the  progress  of  our  evidence. 
,  At  every  step  we  took  he  .made  a  stand,  but,  at  last,  find- 
ing bis  opposition  almost  in  eveiy  instance  unsuccessful, 
he  prudendy  declined  to  persevere.  If  I  had  noted 
down  all  tliat  the  learned  counsel  had  said  was  not  evi- 
dence,  I  should  have  had  a  very  cumbrous  volume  of 
substantial  and  valid  evidence  resulting  from  this  trial. 
It  was  singular  to  notice  the  various  sources  of  anxiety 
ivhich  seemed  to  agitate  the  breast  of  the  learned  coun- 
sel at  different  periods  of  his  address.  Sometimes  he 
took  in  charge  the  character,  the  honour,  and  the  dig- 
nity of  the  court,  and  he  was  extremely  solicitous  that 
nothing  should  transpire  unfavourable  to  its  reputation. 
Then  tlie  fame  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  nearest 
his  heart,  and  he  hoped  nothing  would  pass  which  would 
at  all  reflect  on  its  purity  and  independence.  At  last, 
his  feelings  were ;  awakened  (where  his  sensibility  was 
very  properly  directed)  by  the  situation  of  his  client,  and 
there  I  hope  and  believe  they  remain  at  this  moment. 

**  I  pre- 


543 

^  I  presume,  your  lordsbifis  will  concede  to  me  that 
\)y  the  commou  liw,  the  compact  between;  the  king  and 
the  public  servant  is  so  far  binding  that  the  latter  i^  cri« 
minally  responsible  for  any  neglect ;  and  I  assert  that  it 
is  so,  on  the  authority  of  the  learned  and  honourable  ma« 
nager  who  sq  lately  delivered  his  opinion  on  this  subject 
But  we  9hall  se^  if  the  compact  were  not  more  obliga-* 
iory  upon  lyOfd  .Melyille  than^  upon  any  other  man;     He 
s^id  to  the  public,  you  shall  perform  your  contract  to  the 
last  farthing.    I  s^y  to  him,  he  shall  do  so.    Even  sp^ak^ 
ing  of  civil  rights,  if  we  were  to  employ  figures  to  ascer* 
tai^  thp  den^add  the  country  has  upon  him,  I  declare, 
there  would  be  a  great  surplus  against  him.    The  reso^ 
lutions  of  the  Hou^e  of  Cpmmona  have  been  stated  pre* 
fatpry   to  the  articles  of  the  charge,  and  the  learned 
counsel  say^,  that  there  is  another^  which  would  put  the 
matter,  in  a  different  point  of  view,  and  which  is  not 
stated.     No  doiibt,   after  the  resolutions  were  passed. 
Lord  Melville  was  bound  in  honour  to  do  nothing  in  op^ 
position  to  th^m.     And  what  was  the  second  retolutlon 
wWcb  was  read  by  the  learned  counsel?  The  Commons 
s^y,  tha^  they  will  make  laws  for  the  regulation  of  the 
office  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy:  what  does  Lord 
MeJ,ville  do, in  the  interval,  knowing  this  decision  of  par« 
liament  to  be  thus  solemnly  expressed?  He  says,  I  wiH 
in  the  mean  time  act  without  controul,  and  avail  myself 
of  my  liberty  untiji  the  resolution  shall  pass  into  a  law.< 
Was  the  Common^s  House  indoctum?  If  lawyers  were 
necessary,  had  they  no  lawyers  within  its  walls  to  express 
its  m^eaning?  The  fact  in  evidence  is,  that  he  did  realljT 
apply  paltry  sums  to  his  own  use«  and  that  he  did  this  la 
]^be,first  instance,,  by  driblets  which  he  afterwards  ven-i 
t^red  to  perform  with  a  bolder  hand.   The  learned  coun^* 
sel  exercised  mui^h  pleasantry  on  these  small  insignificant 
{^mounts  which  took  their  course  from  the  Exchequer  intd 
thi^  ac/count  of  his  lordship;  and  he  said,  he  took  this 
sort  of  amusing  way  from  me,  who  am  not  much  gifted 
With  a  talent.ot  that  kind.     He  reminded  me  of  a  certain 
guinea,  and  ^  wish  that  guinea  had  got 'into 'the'  pQSses4 
sion  of  the  learned  counsel  who^  by  ingenuity,  obtained 
^  verdict  contrary  to  evidence  and  fact.     This  guinea, 
fpy  lords^  travelled  into  the  pocket  of  a^  ^XaXt.^x&asv  vitrei 
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kntw  its  mefit%  but  teocild  liot  ^pptettatt  it  above  its 
Valiie.  It  tras  present  at  the  interview  between  the 
iilustrious.  Chatham  and  the  gallant  Wotfe,  just  before  h^ 
left  this  counfry  on  that  expedition  to  which  bis  life  was 
forfeited.  I  wish^  my  lords,  that  guinea  had  been  a  wit- 
nesa  toi  tbe^e  transactions :  if  it  had  gone  to  the  Treasurer 
of  the  NaHry,  what  would  have  been  the  gratifying  re* 
fltettoas  it  would  have  indulged^  I  am  destined  to  re- 
lieve the  comfortless  widow»  or  deserted  orphan;  or  I  am 
hastening  to  the  ports  of  the  kingdom  to  reward  the 
brave  sailor  who  has  fought  the  battles  of  his  country. 
3ut  what' was  ihy  surprise,  when  I  was  taken  to  the  chest 
of  the  hanker,  and  from  thence  dismissed  to  pay  some 
jMskry  biil?  -what  was'  my  rndignationi  when  1  was  paid 
off  with  4eD  thous^od  companions  on  a  secret  service, 
whidt  pdrsonal  cohvcnience  would  not  feveal,  or  at  lasii 
having  becomd  scarce,  1  was  reserved  for  the  day  of  trial, 
and  then  conveyed  into  the  pockets  of  his  lordship's  legal 
advisers.    ' 

"  But,  my  lords,  t^  proceed  with  the  evidence.  We 
have  traced  the  naval  money  into  the  hands  of  Lord  Mel- 
virie:  1st,  By  the  evidence  of  living  witnesses,  we  have 
shown,  that  certain  sums  were  tak^n  from  the  Exchequer^ 
and  the  place  to  which:  they  were  conveyed.  We  have 
given' testimony  to  three  distinct  sums  intercepted  from 
three  Exchequer  payments,  the  one  of  45,0001.,  another 
of  50,0001.,  and  a  third  of  93,0001.  With  respect  to  all 
these,  we  have  not  proved  whither  they  did  go.  We  have 
shown  that  they  did  not  go  to  the  proper  place.  ITiat 
they  did  not  enter  the- pay-ofRce  we  know  from  the  re- 
ceipts of  Mr,  Douglas.  With  respect  to  part  at  least, 
we  have  proved,  that  on  a  certain  day^  a  bank  note  was 
taken  at  the  Exchequer  by  the  Paymaster,  who,  instead 
of  delivering  it  to  the  proper  office,  carried  it  to  Messrs. 
Priimnionds,  or  gave  it  to  Mr.  Dundas,  or  some  other 
person  to  pay  it  into  the  noble  defendant's  account  at  the 
shop  of  those  bankers. 

*'  Wheh  the  learned  counsel  say,  seeing  the  proof  to 
be  irresistible,  'What  have  you  acciuired  by  this?  A 
paltry  bank  note.  As  if  the  noble  defendant  were  som^ 
insolvent  debtor/  1  thank  them  for  this,  and  I  call  upon 
them,  and  upon  ari^  q^  ^o\ix  \<«^itv\>$%,  ^tA  \\\^  ^aamed 
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;e€  around  you  tp  declare,  if  a  more  strict  proof  be^ 
lired  in  a  case  of  forgery  than  that  which  has  been  . 
ight  home  to  the  defendant 

The  learned  counsel  say»  that  the  life  of  Lord  Met 
is  nothing  in  his  own  estimation  compared  to  his 
^  So  it  is,  I  acknowledge,  with  every  virtuous  and 
durable  mind;  but  so  it  is  not  with  a  man  who  will* 
iesoend  to  the  meanness  of  peculation*  I  call  upon* 
'  lordships  to  ask  your  own  feelings,  if  they  would 
have  been  more  acute,  were  the  noble  defecidant 
:r  trial  for  his  life.  The  greatest  penaky  a  man  can  < 
is  his  life.  WJiat  is  the  punishment  of  forgery  ^ 
rh. 

Are  tnen  to  be  tried,  my  lords,  in  this  happy  country 
quaUaws,  and  will  you  condemn  a  miserable  pauper 
he  forgery  of  a  one  pound  Qote?  If  I  show  that  Lord. 
vilTe  has  peculated  to  the  extent  of  a  thousand  of 
s,  shall  he  xK>i  be  subjected  to  the  &ame  laws  ?  If 
were  the  only  offence  distinctly  proved  against  hl& 
ship  it  may  not  be  the  only  crime  perpetrated.  Whea 
unhappy  wretch  who  has  forged  to  the  amount  of  a 
ler  is  broxight  before  you,  why  is  he  executed?  N<it 
iuse  he  has  defrauded  the  individual  or  the  public  of 
but  because  you  su|)pose  him  to  have  forged  to  the 
tit  of.  10,0001.,  and  he  has  bec6me  a  dangerovis 
iber  of  society.  Apply  this  to  the  noble  lord. 
But  this  is  not  the  only  act  that  should  subject  him 
)enal  consequences;  we  have  proved  many  others: 
the  learned  counsel  are  dissatisfied  with  our  proof* 
>  not  wonder  that  they  are  dissatisfied  with  it,  but  I 
lid  be  surprised  if  they  discredited  it,  when  we  pro* 
e  the  hand  writing,  and  the  witness  who  swears  tq 
3wn  hand  writing,  we  think  we  have  gone  a  great 
'  to  substantiate  our  evidence.  But  the  learned  coun- 
are  not  contt^nt,  and  they  ask  the  witness,  *  Have 
any  recollection  of  the  business?'  However  respecta* 
the  talents  of  men  may  be,  however  retentive  their 
nories,  in  transactions  of  this  kind,  they  must  confide 
heir  writing  of  their  own  entry.  1  should  think,  that 
experience  of  the  learned  counsel,  even  in  their  own 
fession,  would  show,  the  impossibility  of  bringing  to 
\f  minds  j^  di^ttJAcf  image  of  the  aSali  ?lI  ^wcVv  ^  ^\^- 

2  y  \asi&^ 
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tunce  of  tittle.  It  is  not  long  since,  a  lal^  ndtile  and 
learned  chief  justice  (Lord  Alvanly)  was  trying  a  cause; 
during  its  progress,  he  insisted  positively  that  lie  had 
not  given  jm  opinion  on  a  certain  subject  contrary  to  that 
he  was  then  delivering.  Such  is  the  imperfection  of  hu- 
man memory,  that  his  own  signature  was  attached  to  the 
opinion  so  given.  The  book  containing  it  was  presented 
to  hitn.  At  first,  in  the  confidence  of  his  own  accuracy, 
he  declined  to  inspect  it,  but  at  last,  being  modestly  en- 
treated, he  was  over-persuaded,  and  he  exclaimed,  on 
examining  the  entry,  *  There  it  is  as  true  as  God's  in 
Glouqester.'  Lord  Mansfield  was  the  great  luminary  of 
legal  science ;  before  he  delivered  an  opinion,  he  rea* 
soned.upon  it  to  the  utmost  stretch  of  his  capacious  abi- 
lities. To  him  an  instance  occurred  of  the  same  kind  as 
that  I  have  just  explainec^  with  respect  to  the  other  no* 
bleman.  lliis  signature  was  shown  to  him,  and  the  opi^ 
nion  of  William  Murray,  attorney  genera),  was  diametri- 
cally opposite  to  that  of  William  Earl  of  Mansfield,  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Court  of  King's  Bench. 
'  ^'  r  admit  that  the  learned  counsel  has  taken  none  bat 
fkir  advantages,  but  I  assert,  that  he  has  tsrken  all  that 
were  fair.  Passing  over  then  minute  objections  to  the 
.  mode  in  which  the  recollection  is  pressed,  and  the  coniti* 
sion  into  which  one  of  the  witnesses  was  thrown,  with 
respect  to  the  figure  7  and  6,  by  the  kind  assistance  of 
the  learned  counsel,  I  call  upon  your  lordships  to  recDl- 
Ject,  that  this  is  not  the  only  lOOOl.  Bank  note  which  W6 
have  proved,  There  was  another  that  went  directly  from 
the  Exchequer, tp  Messrs.  Moffats,  to  pay  a  bill,  drawn 
from  Edinburgh,  for  account  of  Lord  Melvirici  Thcq 
the  learned  counsel  say  broadly,  for  want  of  testimony  to 
rebut  ihiSj  that  the  thing  is  impossible.  My  lords,  I  re< 
member  a  g€tntlemari,  who  was  an  indifferent  whist-player, 
answered  this  sort  of  argument  for  iifie*  by  anticipation ; 
He  had  a  most  excellent  hand  of  cards,  and  a  by-stander 
betted  on  his  success ;  unfortunately  he  lost  not  only  hifi 
own  money  but  that  of  this  spectator  of  the  game,  who, 
with  some  animation  exclaimed,  ^  With  such  cards  it 
was  hnpossible  to  lose  the  gameT  *  It  may  be  so/  rC' 
plied  the  other  coldly^ '  but  I  have  lost  ft* 
^*  The  lewwd  cov^ti^tV  ^^^\fttd  to  be  surprised,  ibal 
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ptecUely  wIm^  I  stated  in  th^  opertiog  was  tonfirmed  to 
the  same  extent  by  the  witnesses.  To  persons  not  ac-r 
quainted  with  the  habits  of  lawyers,  such  a  circumstance 
would  excite  no  astonishment.  My  intention  was,  not 
to  overstate  any  thing;  but  to  prepare  your  lordships' 
xnkids  fairly  for  the  proofs  i  had  to  adduce,  and  to  stretch 
no  inferences  beyond  what  they  would  justify.  An  emi- 
nent person^  in  giving  an  answer  to  a  case,  always  made 
it  a  principle  to  forget  the  strong  parts  of  it ;  as  I  am  ad« 
•verting  to  the  habits  of  lawyers,  I  think  it  right  to  ob- 
jserve,  that  the  learned  counsel,  on  the  present  occasioQj 
h^ve  closely  imitated  his  example. 

"  I  said,  we  should  prove,  not  only  that  Lord  Melvilla 
had  taken  to  his  own  account  the  monies  to  which  I  have 
just  spoken,  but  that  on  the  25th  of  May,  1785,  a  cejp* 
tain  draft  was  drawn  by  A.  Douglas,  payable  to  George 
Swaffiejdj. which  never  came  into  the  hands  of  that  per- 
son, but  was  passed  to  the  same  account  with  the  former 
-amounts.     This  person    was  a  witness,  and  although 
^bove  eighty  years  old,  he  is  in  the  full  possession  of  h'^ 
faculties,  and  he  has  told  your  lordships,  he  had  not  the 
^money.   My  lords,  a  sum  to  the  amount  of  20001,,  was  ne- 
igociaied  in  this  way»     We  show  your  lordships,  that  the 
.SOOOl.  was  paid  in  Bank  notes  of  lOOOl.  each.    We 
prove  that  such  Bank  nat^s  were  paid  at  the  time  into 
Lord  Melville!s  account  at  Messrs.  Drummonds,  by  Mr. 
X)ouglas.    There  is  but  one  thing  wanting  to  complete 
Ibe  proof,  and  the  cause  of  that  deficiency  we  satisfacto- 
rily explain.     What  do  we  further  present  before  your 
lordships?    We  have  given  it  in  evidence,  that  it  was  of 
.indportance  to  Lord  Melville  to  make  up  his  account,  he 
being  at  that  time  overdrawn,  and  by  this  expedient  he 
relieved  his  account  of  a  charge  of  interest. 

"  Have  you  not  then  proofs  as  complete  as  the  nature  of 
the  case  can  .possibly  admit?  It  might  have  been  said,  that 
these  sums  were  paid  for  the  salary  of  his  lordship ;  but, 
•in  the  .present  case,  that  would  be  no  answer,  for  the  sa- 
lary had  been  paid  up  to  a  small  fraction;  and  had  it  not 
ibeen  so  paid  up,  the  course  of  office  was  for* bills  to  be 
.paid  to  the  Treasurer  in  discharge  of  bis  salary. 

'*  One  misrepresentation  ;had  been  made,  and  it  was 
this.    It  had  been  said,  that  Mr.  Douglas  was  the  ^ri- 
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VAte  agent  of  Lofd  Melirine,  but  it  was  liow  in  pnkft 
that  he  only  acted  as  Paymaster.  Then  there  ^ifs^ ano- 
ther misfepresentatkin  which  had  pervaded  the  ^hole  of 
the  argtrnf>ent  of  the  leading  €ouf>sel  fof  the  noble  defend- 
ant^ »nd  w^s  subsequently  adopted  by  his  learned  friend 
^ho  assisted  him.  He  said,  there  was  no  limit,  that  the 
Treasurer  might  draw  upon  the  Exchequer  without  re- 
cstriction  before  passing  the  act;  that  he  hkd  only  to  go 
to  the  Treasury,  specify  the  heads  of  service,  and  get  the 
money  at  his  pleasure.  After  this,  they  contend,  that  he 
might  put  the  money  into  the  hands  of  Messrs;  Dram- 
monds,  or  any  one  else^  and  there  let  it  fructify^  for  bis 
own  profit. 

•'  The  presumption  at  least  from  the  course  of  office,  on 
which  the  learned  gentlemen  have  so  much  insisted,  is 
strongly  against  their  position.  The  Bank  was  (he 
place  of  deposit  when  Lord  Melville  came  intoofSce; 
it  was  so  up  to  the  lime  when  Mr.  Trotter  undertook  the 
Paymastersnip ;  and  [t  was  never  removed  from  thence 
under  the  authority  of  Lord  Melville,  but  for  ccKruptj  or 
unexplained  purposes. 

^  Having  stated  these  matters,  and  supported  them  by 
evidence  npt  deficient  a  hair's  breadth,  and  having  proved 
the  former  with  only  the  small  ^int  of  deficiency  under 
'the  circumstances  explained,  we  ^lall  next  proceed  to 
show,  that  we  have  given  testimony  by  the  balances  at 
the  Bank,  that  certain  sums  were  not  there,  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  ordinary  ccurseofbusiness^  would  hav^beeo 
•  there,  if  they  were  not  in  the  pocket  of  the  Treasurer  or 
his  agents,  or  at  interest  somewhere  for  his  advantage. 

^  1  said,  ('should  show  to  your  lordship  most  accu- 
tately  by  these  balances,  th&t  ail  our  statements  were 
confirmed  by  official  dociunent.  We  have  proved  it, 
they  are  so.  We  state  certain  defictencies  or  differences 
if  tt^  learned  counsel  so  please,  for  I  will  not  quarrel 
about  names ;  but  I  would  say,  as  was  before  observed 
in  the  time  of  Philip,  when  the  term  traitors  was  used, 
I  like  to  call  things  by  theiir  names. 

**  We  have  shown  a  difference,  (for. so  I  will  call  it 
in  condescension  to  iheir  wishes,)  of  13,0001.  when  Lord 
Melville  went  out  of  office;  and  this  difference  was  in- 
creased 
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ereased  in  the  fi^st  month  of  his  retirement  to  SSJOOOl. 
We  have  not  been  able  to  prove  in  what  way  progres- 
sively this  baJance  was  increased,  but  we  have  given  evi* 
deoce  to  the  actual  increase ;  and  not  only  to  the  fact  of 
4be  diminution^  but  to  tlie  mode  of  it;  and  we  have  far* 
tber  s^iown,  that  the  money  went  into  the  hands  of  pri- 
vate persons.  It  was  said,  that  the  10,CXX)L  had  gone  to 
Messrs.  Miiir  and  Atkinson/' 

Mr.  Adam  rose  to  controvert  this  observation. 

(Mr.  W  hi  thread  interposing,  resumed)  "*  1  am  about 
to  (Correct  myself.  The  foundation  of  that  statement 
arose  in  the  i^ross-examination  with  which  Callendar  was 
pursued,  and  it  was  said,  that  if  Messrs.  Muir  and  At- 
kinson were  a  house  of  credit,  the  noble  defendant  had 
a  right  to  put  the  money  there.  I  listened  to  the  learned 
counsel  with  great  attention,  yet  I  have  no  doobt  he  is 
just  in  bis  present  objection..  But  to  proceed.  We 
have  proved  then,  that  there  was  an  increase  in  the  defi* 
ciency  to  this  extent,  and  we  have  sliown  two  payments 
to  the  amount  of  15, 4001.,  and  lOOOl.,  and  another  lOOOL 
from  Messrs.  Muir  and  Atkinson,  or  paid  from  their 
account.  If  the  learned  counsel  had  had  any  means  of 
repelling  this,  he  might  have  examined  Mr.  Robert  Dun- 
das  to  i^  and  he  knows  very  well,  that  the  books  of 
Messrs^  Muir  and  Atkinson  are  in  existence,  and  that 
he  might  have  procured  them  if  they  would  have  served 
his  purpose.  Why  did  he  not,  upon  the  cross*examina* 
tion,  try  to  disprove  the  facts  ?  Yet,  if  Lord  Melville  had ' 
received  no  interest  trom  the  house,  he  might  easily  have 
obtained  an  advantage  in  another  way,  equally  if  not  more 
beneficial  Is  it  no  advantage  to  assist  a  house  in  exten- 
sive credit?  Might  not  the  noble  .defendant  reasonably 
expect  a  return  for  this  pecuniary  assistance?  Posts  of 
honour  and  profit  are  no  inheritance,  at  least  not  in  the 
present  case,  and  the  man  who  is  liable  to  be  thrown  out 
of  power,  and  wanting  ready  cash  to  make  up  his  ac- 
counts, may  find  the  aid  of  such  a  house  of  no  small  con* 
sequence  to  bis  credit  and  reputation. 

'Vfiut  the  learned  counsel  says^  that  there  is  a  material 
distinction,  between  claims  of  this  kind  on  a  Treasurer, 
and  on  an  Ebc-Treasurer.  Surely,  it  will  not  be  seriously 
intended,  that  when  a  man  enters  into  compact  fora  cer- 
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surer,  he  may  abandon  his  compact^  although,  he  retam 
the  balances  which  came  into  hi$  hand^'under  it.  Tbtn 
they  raise  a  difficulty,  and.  say,  where  are  the^y  to  place 
it?  Don*^  be  uneasy  about  thtis»  put  it  ipto  the  Banks 
that  is  (he  safe  and  proper  depository.  As^im,  ihctj 
complain,  that  the  Bank  wilhmake  use  of  it.  Are  not 
the  Governor  and  Company  of  thi«  inMitulion  a  char- 
tered body*?  Have  they  not  a  public /depository,  and  have 
they  not  a  right  to  the  advantages  incident  to  it?  The  Bank 
tnoy  do  this,  because  it  is  sanctioned  by  Parliam^iU: 
JLiord  Melville  may  not,  because  he  has  no  such  au- 
thority. 

**  Lord  Melville  has  himself  relieved  us, of  some  impe- 
diments which  might  have  presented  themaelves  in  the 
course  of  aur  proof;  for  it  is  no  longer  uncertain,  whe*' 
•ther  he  took  the' money,  for  he  has  himself  repaid  it- 
This  applies  to  the  90001.  out  of  the  10,0001..  which  he 
;took  out  of  the  account  of  one  Treasurcrship,  in  order  to 
jdisdharge  the  claims  of  another. 

*^  I  have  $aid,  that  the  demand  on  him  was  increased 
tto  23,0001. ;  in  April  following.it  was  reduced  to  7,6001..; 
-and  he  returned  into  office  a  debtor  for  precisely  ^bis 
;amount.  ' 

**  Then  for  ihe  operations  which  took  place  when  his 
flordship  was  a  second  time  Treasurer  of  the  Navy<5 
-which  we  have  improperly  called  a  transfer;  in  fact,  it 
Iwas  the  act  of  drawing  new  drafts  for  the  new  Treasu- 
lershrp,  in  order  to  discharge  the  claim  in  the  old;  and 
this  was  on  the  26th  of  May,  1785,  and  the  whole  debt 
•wasTedaced  to  l,600l.,  the  amount  being  in  the  old  ac- 
count, at  the  death  ^of  Mr.  Doi^ias  I0,600l.,  a  part  of 
which  we  have  proved  to  have  been  employed  cooruptiy 
for  the  private  advantage  of  the  noble  defe;ndant. 

•**  There  is  one  thing. asserted  by  the  learned  counsel, 
not  only  without  any  evidence,  but  contrary  to  all  the 
•evidence  in  the  case.  They  said,  that  he  could  not,,  if  be 
were  so  disposed,  have  paid  in  the  money.  The  officer 
'from  the  iBxchequer  has  proved,  that  money  may  be  paid 
in  by  a  public. officer  upon  account,  .wheneyer  given,  and 
yourJordships  will  distinctly  recollect^  that  when  1  put 
the  questbn  a  second  time,  with  the  view  to  impress  this 
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utpoti  jotr  minds/ for  attempting  to  prove  the  san)^  ^hing;, 
twice,  by  the  same  witness,  1  was  very  prppo^ly  corrected 
by  tfce  courV  It  will  also  be  remembered,,  that  tb^. 
learned  counisel  asked,  with  great  apparent  solicitude, 
if  it  were  intended  that  this  trial  should  *  last  for  ever^* 
by  such  repetitions  of  established  facts?  If  thi^  had  been- 
on  the  recollection  of  ihe  learned  counsel,  he  would  have 
declined  making  the  assertion  of  which  I  now  complaint 

*^  The  learned  counsel  find  some  fault  with  the  manat^ 
gers  of  the  Commons  for  exhibiting  a  supplementary  ar- 
ticle against  their  client.  The  truth  is^  that  they  did  feel 
themselves  in  some  difficulty  about  it.  We  thought  that 
we  could  have  supplied  all  the  matter  in  proof  we  re-^ 
quired  under  the  former  articles ;  but  we  conceived  that 
our  dutyto  the  Commons'  House  involved  another  duty. 
to  the  defendant,  and  from  the  view  of  this  double  obli- 
gation, we  presented  this  additional  charge.  But  I  anEi 
not  surprised,  that  the  learned  counsel  should  quarrel 
with  this  article,  because  it  enabled  us  to  establish  aa 
evidence  on.  broad  grounds.  If  we  had  to  proceed 
through  narrow  defiles,  we  should  have  been  ol^trpcted 
step  by  step,  for  which  I  would  not  blame  the  learcied 
counsel,  for  when  we  had  once  arrived,  it  was  all  over 
with  this  case*  'We  have  now  Bxed,  by  whatevec  oieana 
is  not  material,  this  10,600l.  indisputably  upon  hoii 
Melville. 

**  fiut  there  is  another  matter  of  charge  connected  with 
this  particular.  Lord  Melville  acknowledged  him^lf 
to  l^e  the  possessor  of  a  sum  of  this  kind^  he  declared 
himself  to  be  so  on  the  11th  of  June,  1805,.  and  in  the 
presence  of  the  Commons  of  Great  Britain,  avowed, 
that  he  would  not  reveal  its  application  from  motives 
of  public  duty,  private  honour,  and  personal  conve- 
nience, 

"  The  learned  counsel  had  taken  a  course  in  answer  to 
this,  which  was  tho  only  one  they  could  pursue ;  they 
have  united,  as  it  were,  the  reputation  of  Mr.  Pitt  with 
that' of  Lorfl  Melville,  and  they  have  boldly  asked,  if  a 
^um,  Tiot  of  10,0001.  but  of  40,0001.  had  not  been  em- 
ployed with  the  same  secrecy  by  a  minister,  whose  incor- 
ruptibility was  unquestionable.  Do  you,  they  enquire, 
4eq)$ad  from  I^ord  Melville  what  yoa  xrouLlw^t.  V\w^ 
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sought  from  his  illustrious  colleague  ?  I  say  of  Mr.  fttt 
what  I  would  say  of  every  other  minister,  that  be  had" 
no  right  to  declare,  tliat  he  had  used  the  public  money^ 
and  would  never  reveal  its  application.  Where  was  this 
dedaration  made?  In  the  very  sanctuary  of  liberty,  which 
d>e  learned  counsel  has  so  often  named.  ,  Before  the 
guardians  of  tlie  public  purse,  and .  to  no  individual 
among  these,  would  he  unfold  the  mystery.  He  came 
with  a  magnanimous  resolution  to  tell  us,  that  he  had 
applied  the  money,  and  he  carried  this  affected  magna- 
nimity to  an  impeachable  extent,  when  he  announced 
that  he  would  not  disclose  the  secret;  no,  not  to  the 
public ; — no,  not  to  the  Commons ; — no,  not  to  the  Ca- 
binet;—'no,  not  to  the  King;— no,  not  to  his  own 
mind. 

*^  Is  it  to  be  permitted  for  any  man  to  say,  that  he  has 
employed  tlie  public  money,  and  that  he  will  not  reveal 
its  application,  and  to  assign  motives  unexplained  of 
public  duty,  private  honour,  and  personal  convenience, 
for  tlie  concealment. 

**  If  I  were  to  trouble  your  lordships  with  the  senti- 
ments such  a  bold  assertion  would  inspire,  at  any  day, 
much  more  twenty-five  years  ago,  you  would  understand 
the  indignation  which  might  be  felt  on  this  occasion; 
Such  was  the  feeling  with  which  it  was  heard  on  this  re- 
cent occasion.  Many  of  the  Members  of  the  Commons 
expressed  it  strongly,  and  I  have  proved  the  feet  by  a 
witness,  who  has  not  Ijeen  contradicted.  The  fact  vfe 
have  established,  and  on  this  charge,  you  must  convict 
the  accused. 

*•  But,  my  lords,  after  all  tliis  farce  of  mystery,  what  is 
the  case  ?  We  have  proved,  thai  he  did  not  disclose  any 
secret,  because,  in  truth,  there  was  nothing  to  tell.  There 
was  no  such  sum  as  10,0001.  applied  to  any  distinct  pub- 
lic service.  We  have  traced  every  item  in  the  account 
with  industry,  and  this  conclusion  is  the  result 

*'  My  lords,  there  are  many  parts  of  this  case  which 
enjoin  on  me  the  performance  of  a  very  painful  duty. 
Not  because  it  is  painful  to  me  to  declare  what  I  do  iu 
the  presence,  and  before  the  face  of  the  noble  lord,  be- 
cause whatever  may  be  my  sensibility  towards  him,  from 
the  consideration  of  whal  is  due  from  me  to  my  coonn^, 
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I  may  be  pertokted  to  say,  I  never  saw  fatm  with  more 
pleasure  than  at  the  present  moment.  This  fact  tbeQ> 
my  lords,  is  proved,  it  is  true,  as  the  learned  counsel 
said,  by  a  single  witness,  but  the  words  were  spoken  in 
the  presence  of  four  hundred  attentive  auditors,  who 
might  ha?e  been  called  to  contradict  tiie  testimony.  My 
lords,  it  is  proved  by  one  of  the  managers  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  he  was  that  manager  who  bad  con- 
veyed a  certain  box  to  the  Committee,  and  M'ho  hadconr* 
tributed  so  much  to  the  amusement  of  the  learned  coun- 
sel. 

**  Then  these  gendemen  complain;  that  we  have  not 
fulfilled  the  intention  we  expressed  of  call  in  q;  evideuce 
in  confirmation  of  this  insulated  proofs  My  lords,  it  is 
correct,  ii'was  our  design  to  call  farther  evidence,  and 
the  person  who  was  to  de|)ose  to  this  fact,  was  one  of 
the  most  digniiicd  men  in  the  kingdom  ;  it  was,  my  lords, 
the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons.  But  M'hen  the 
cross-examination  of  the  manager  bad  proceeded  some 
way,  those  who  appear  for  the  Commons  did  not  chuse 
that  such  an  eminent- person  should  submit  to  this  mode 
of  interrogation  :  they  were  apprehensive,  that  the  treat* 
ment  their  colleague  had  received  would  be  resumed  whea 
that  distinguished  character  should  be  called. 

^*  Indeed,  the  reputation  of  no  one  seemed  to  be  per^ 
fectly  safe  in  the  hands  of  the  learned  counsel;,  he  had 
the  talent  of  being  extremely  witty,  and  be  well  knew 
how  to  direct  the  shaft  of  ridicure.  Perhaps  he  thought; 
when  he  employed  this  weapon,  I  was  acting  in  a  capacity 
of  the  duties  of  which  I  was  ignorant,  ahd  that  althouKb 
I  had  taken  much  pains,  they  might  terminate  in  disap«- 
U^intment  if  he  could  disarm  me,  by  irritating  my  feel* 
ings.  He  said,  I  will  take  off  the  general^  «na  he  plan* 
ted  himself  behind  a  pamphlet,  and  threw  his  darts  with'* 
OBt  danger.  His  expectations  are  disappointed,  my  ar* 
dor  is  not  cooled,  my  fire  is  not  extinguished.  I  remem* 
ber  a  story  of  a  young  officer,  who  told  the  Duke  ef 
Marlborough  that  he  was  on  the  point  of  rendering  him 
A  most  important  service,  **  I  am  taking  off  the  com- 
tnaiiding  officer  of  the  enemy. **  Tha  Duke  of  Marlbo« 
rough  replied,  '^  You  could  not  do  me  more  mischief.** 
Sk^  ia  this  case^  bad  the  learned  counsel  succeeded  in 
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•rendering  me  powerless,  other  commanders  would  iave 
risen  far  more  capable  of  disciiarging  my  duties.  This 
project  would  have  been  as  Hlusive  as  that  of  the  girfs, 
who  killed  the  old  woman's  cock,  that  their  morning's 
repose  might  not  be  interrupted.  He,  was  aware,  that 
there  ivas  a  repntation  to  be  sacrificed ;  either  mine,  or 
that  of  his  client;  and,  if  he  could  destroy  mine,  he 
knew  it  would  be  a  very  essential  service  to  the  noble 
defendant. 

^'  But  what  does  the  evidence  amount  to  ?  This  witness 
says,  that  Lord  Melville  took  possession  of  a  certain  sum  i. 
of  public  money,  the  application  of  which  he  would  not 
reveal  for  motives  explained.  The  same  witness  was  ex- 
amined as  to  a  variety  of  other  things,  and  he  was  pres- 
sed for  a  particular  date  of  the  11th  of  June,  and  not 
only  this^  but  upon  his  recollection  of  the  balances. 
The  learned  counsel  thus  gets  him  into  court,  and  not 
only  expects  him  to  repeal  the  balances,  but  also  the 
speech  of  Lord  Melville,  and  his  memory  is  to  record,  if 
any  passage  in  that  speech  were  favourable  to  Lord  Mel- 
ville s  character.  My  lords,  I  could  easily  remember  the 
date,  because  the  1 1th  x)f  June  is  to  be  a  day  memorable 
in  tlie  asra  of  your  lordships'  honour,  and  of  the  justice 
of  the  country.  But  there  are  pai*ticular  circumstances 
which  lead  me  to  the  remembrance  of  this  day,  and  of 
another,  the  8th  of  April,  which  are,  perhaps,  the 
only  dates  to  which  I  can  speak  with  equal  satisfaction. 
There  are,  my  lords,  in  the  history  of  every  man,  how- 
evefiobscure,  certain  dies  notandl  Some,  indeed,  bring 
to  the  minds  of  the  children  the  gallant  exploits  of  their 
ancestors,  odiers  have  their  memory  impressed,  like  my- 
self, by  more  luimbk  events.  Now,  my  lords,  the  1 1th 
of  June  is  to  me  a  dies  notandus.  On  the  1 1th  of  June 
my. father  set  up  in  business.  On  the  1 1th  of  June  be 
annually  balanced  his  accounts;  and  on  the  11th  of 
June  his  son  was  required  to  assist  him  in  this  laborious 
duty.  On  the  1  Itbof  June  he  knew  the  progressive  in- 
crease of  his  substance,  and.  the  generous  fruits  of  his 
honest  industry.  On  the  1 1th  of  June  my  father  died, 
and  the  day  on  wiiich  a  good  man  dies  is  not  to  be  for- 
gotten. 
.*'  Then  on  the  8tb  of  April,  IGOO,  Lord  Middles^ 
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Eis  impeached  for  nearly  the  same  crimes  which  th9  no- 
e  defendant  is  now  charged. 

*'  As  to  the  rest  the  witness  has  stated»  in  ansiver  to 
e  learned  counsoly  and  to  the  ojere  j^^erments  of  the 
irned  counsel,  that  he  believed  Lord-  Melville  said  so, 
iid  not  say  he  had  not  said  so,  but  I  have  proved  be 
.d  not  done  what  he.. represented.  ^The  fact  is,  that 
)rd  Melville  did  make  a  positive  declaration,  and  the 
[ject  of  his  speech  was,  to  exculpate  himself  by  equi* 
icalexjiressions."  ■.*•--,  **  . 

The  honourable  managex  QOacJud^d  in  the  fpttowiog; 
anner: 

^*  My  lords,  as  long  as  your,  posterity  shall  represejit 
is  illustrious  Court  of  Judicature;,  ^as  long  as  the 
enta  of  the  country  are  transmitted'.tQ  those  degeeml-' 
ts  on  the  page  of  history;  wy,  even  ia$  long  as  the 
diant'  orb  of  heaven  expands  his^  cheering  beams  ov0r 
e  earth,  I  trusty  wilUhieimp^chmpntbe  eairried  down' 
rough  revolving  ages^  and  I  glQiy  in  ,tha  reflections  > 
at  my  humble  name  will  a^ppea^r  in  the  sana^  annals^  net 
accQunLof  my  personal  meritSf  4)i|t  from  ^he  i)Uize  ot 
at  refulgence  by  which  I  am  surrounded.  > 

^'  I  believe,  my  lords,  I  have  (^ifoceeded  with  scwie^' 
^larity  through  the  whole  .of  tbe^  articles..    I  am,  i^- 
ed,  most  anxious  to  oiiiit  nothing;  but^  wk  a  hasty 
view  of  what  I  Imve  urgedi  i^nd  pjf  «ueh  only  my  pre^ 
nt  situation  admits^  I  am.nat  aware  that  I  have  neg- 
:ted  any  thing  important  to  the  subject     I  am  sorry  to* 
ve  reason  to  asic  your  indulgepfje  to  propraatiaale  the 
al  one  additional  day*.    Certainly  on«my  account^  I 
*  not  seek  it;  in  point  of  mental  preparation,  lam 
rfectly  ready  to  enter  on  the  aequelof  ilie  duty  I  have 
idertaken  ;  and  my  physical  strength  is  ^niio  degree  im* 
ired  by  the  present  exertion ;  if  I  were-tp  discontinue^' 
3re  would  occur  no  pause  so  proper  as  Uie^fMresent ;  and^ 
r  w:ere  to  .persevere  to  the  couclusion,  it  would  detain; 
ur  lordships  much  beyond  the  usual  time.    Considering- 
lave  had  to  reply  to  speeches  v^hiph  haye  occupied* 
elve  **  solid  hours"  of  yoqr  lordships  :ya|lutkble  ^time^*  Li 
not  thiilk  my  request,  will  be  deemed  ^nreasonablc^i*  '^ 
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'  jT HE  cbQit  having^been  opened  ^ith  the  ustfal  foi 
.^|bf r;  Whi^#ad  eoQtinued   bis   reply  to  ihe  follov 
effect; 

J  lie  iml«i,  '^^that  be  had  already  traced  to  the  posse&i 

0f  0ie  noble ^dofendaat  one  sum  of  \0,6Q0i.  which 

bad  eharged  him  with  having  applied  corruptly  to 

0wii  private  parposes.     He  had  also  stated  to  their  L 

ships  the  <?ircum8tanee  of  the  two  debts  of  1,000/.  e; 

The  eighth  article  of  IiopeachiBent  respected  another  s 

oi  W.VOOts  of  which  Lord  Melville  possessed  himsel 

B' niaiineiH' and  under  circuqis^iices  very  similar  to  y^ 

be  bad'  ah-eailh^  stated*  respecting  the  former  sum.    ' 

learned  Counsel  who  defended  bim/  had  laboured  m 

t&  Y^el-suade  their  LdMships  that  those  sums  bad  been 

plied,  nO«  for  his  pfi^te  advantage,  but  for  die  pu 

service,  in  tf  manner  like  that  in  which  the  40,000/. 

beea  applied.    The  Commons  however  charged  bim  i 

faavii^g  applied  those  stims,  not  to  any  service  1^  lii^t 

tb>    public    might    be    benefited,     but    to    his   < 

private  emoiumeat     They  charged  him  not  onlyv 

an  illegal,  but  with  a  corruptr  api^lication  of  the  pul 

iMtoey.    Even  if  those  sums  were  applied  in  the  sc 

manner  as  the  40,000/.  the  illegality  of  such  applicat 

of  it  would  be  incontestible.     If  the  application  of  t 

40,000/.  had  not  been  illegal,  there  would  have  been 

occasioh  to  get  a  bill  of  indemnity  to  protect  those  i 

advised  it    The  oh'oumstances  ho wevec,  respecting  I 

sntn,  were  fully  explained  previous  to  the  granting 

JAckmnity ;  but  aa  to  those  sums,  no  explanation  1 

been  given,  and  the  defendant  was  now  too  latelFor 

planation^  even4f  it  were  possible.    Tbe.periodWexf 

nation  was  (Missed  when  hp  stood  upon  bis  ddfen 

'  cii^r^d  with  a  posilw  V\^x!^\v  ^^  ^!cl^  \a?<r  %  * '  ftifliy  c 
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eidation  eoiild  have  been  ^ven,  it  might  have  beoi. 
brought  forward  at  the  time  that  the  circumstaDces  re^^ 
peering  the  40,000/*  were  explained.  Then,  if  it  had  ap- 
peared that  the  money  bad  been  honestly  applied  for 
public  servicjS/ (ar  incb^mity  .wiHiU^have  been  granted 
to  protect  him  from  the  consequences  of  violating  the 
law.  During  the  rime  that  illustrati<Ni  could  have  beea 
permitted  ancUwouldr bave  availed  h\^^  not  a  word  had 
been  said  about  the  money  being  applied  to  public  aer* 
idc{3s;  but  now,  when  he  stood  upon  his  defence,  his 
counsel  had  laboured  by  their  auggpstions  *to  indace  pWir 
Lordships  to  believe,  thatthose  sitaa^  o^ght  have  beea 
applied  in  such  a  manner  as  could  bejaslified,  if  thecir* 
cumstancos  were  cleared  up.  .  Why  were  ti^yoot  ex- 
plained during  all  that  time  that  was  pp^n  to  explana- 
tion? The  reason  was,  that  explanatimi  tvtach  t))iey  had 
suggested  wa^ a  mete,  'Sham'.  'Those  sums  had  i^ver 
besA  applied  to  public  purposes^'  bat  it  wpqld  be  seen, 
that  they  had  drawn  Others  with  them  into  the  gpiieral 
yortex  of  corruption,  l^ere  could  not  be  a  doubts  but 
that  the  public  money"  had  been  exposed  to  hazard  and 
risk  of  loss  in  those  transactions,  which  wepe^  charged 
apt  only  as  illegal,  but  corrupt  How  did  it  happen  that 
it  was.odly  in  Lord  Melville's  department,  that  such  use 
was  made  of  the  balances?  Did  the  Accountant  General, 
<^r  th^  Receiver  General  of  the  Land  Tax  suppose  jthey 
might,  apply  the  public  money  In  a  sunilar  manner  r  Or  if 
they  had  supposed  so,  would  not  they  have  been  imme- 
diately  the  objects  of  criminal  prosecution.?  VVhen  the 
honorable  manager  considered  the  expressions  used  by 
iprd  Melville  in-the  House  of  Commons,  with  respect 
to  this  sum  of  10,000/.  he  could  not  but  consider  it  as 
a.great  aggravation  of  his  lordsljip*aiofrence,.nor  cpuld  he* 
when  he  was  upon  this  part  of  the  subject,  pass  over  in 
silence  the  sneering  observations  made  by  one  of  his 
learned  Counsel  (Mr.Plomer)  upon  that  'Sanctuary  of 
Liberty.'  It  was  a  sanctuary  in  which  Liberty  hadiAre// 
in  the  worst  of  times,  and  in  vbieh  she  still  loved  to  re- 
^ufei  There  was  nothing  so  sacred,  or  so  revered  among 
men^  that  might  not,  by  certain  tones  of  viHce  be  tarned 
for  a  moment  into  ridicule  and  contempt.  The-  most 
$^xmed  ^a^ages  in  oui^  most  admired  writers  mj^t  be 
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i^&ad'iri  such  a  manner  as  to  disguaf  insteafd  of  pteaiding.' 
The  high  dignity  and  honors  which  their  Lordships  pos- 
sessed,  the  stars  and  garters  which  were  given  as  the  re- 
ward of  distinguished  merit ;'  the  scarlet  robes  in  nhich 
the  Judges  were  apparelled ;  the  emblems  of  Majesty 
JlSelf ;  the  crown,  the  sceptre^  and  the  throne  migiitall 
be  ridictrled  by  contemptuous  sneers;   but  whien  the 
*  Sanctuary  of  Liberty' was  mentioned  in  such  a  manner, 
and  with  sueh  tones;  the  Commons  of  the  United  King* 
dom^;  ^ould  speak  of  the  sacred  residence  of  British  Li- 
berty, ^n  teitns  more  elevated.    If  any  man,  by  his  man^ 
Tier,  arid  by  the  tone  of  his  voice,  could  for  a  moment 
lessen  the  estimation  it  should  bear,  it  became  the  duty 
of  the  maniigers,  upon  the  present  occasion  to  endeavour 
by  a  different  manner,  arid  different  tones,  to  support  and 
raise  (if  possible)    the  dignity  of  tliat    asylum    and 
''Sanctuary  of  Liberty/    He  should  endelcvour,  as  had 
been  beautifully  expressed  by  tl^  poet  Cowper,  to  whose 
namesake  and  relation  we  were  also   much   indebted,'" 
—(Mr.  Whkbread  here  alluded  to  Mr.  Cowper,  a  near 
relation  of  the  Poet's,  Clerk  to  the  House  of  Lords,  pre- 
sent in  Court)  '*  to  raise  his  voice  to  such  a  strain,  as  he 
thought  becoming  Britain :      ' 

a  ' 

**  And  methought,  while  she  liberty  sang, 
**  T was  liberty  only  to  hear." 

In  support  of  their  charges,  the  honorable  hfiana^rs  bad 
been  obliged  to  have  recourse  to  the  evidence  bf  Trotter, 
as  Trotter  was  the  only  human  being  who  could  reveal  the 
truth  of  those  secret  and  mysterious  transactions.  The 
evidence  which  Trotter  had  given  before  their  Lordships, 
was  certainly  in  some  points  different  from  what  they  ex- 
pected, and  his  manner  and  demeanor  were  totally  dif- 
ferent from  what  had  been  represented  on  the  part  of  the 
defendant  He  was  held  up  as  a  man  of  a  weJafc  mind, 
and  whose  memoi^  was  much  impaired,  and  that  there- 
fore his  testimony  should  not  be'mucli  relied  upon.  It 
had  appeared,  however,  upon  thp  examination,  that  Mr. 
Trotter  had  given  his  evidence  in  a  manner  different  from 
what  might  have  been  expected  on  either-  side.  The 
honorable  manager  did  not  seek  to  discredit  the  testi- 
mony of  Trotter,  but  he  would  by  nomeaiis  allow,  thit' 
ail  the  other 'testlrtiohy  which  the 'mahagecsbad  bf6\igli> 
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ibri^ard,  should  bed&credited  on  accQuot  o^tbiq.eYuleQae 
of  Trotter,     In  the  evidence,  however,  \vhich  he  ga>?e 
upon  his  cross-examination,  Mr.  Whitbread.  requestefl 
that  their  Lordships  would  bear  in  mind   the  .manner 
in  which,   during  the  cross-examination,    those   things 
were  suf^ested  by  the  counsel  for  the  defendant,  that  it 
would  be  convenient  for  him  to  say.     He  did  not  mean 
to  infer,  that  the  counsel  vtrere  not  entitled  to  this  pri- 
vilege when  cross-examining  the  "witnessed,  the^mUna- 
gers  produced,  but  he  submitted  to  their  Lordships,'  that 
in  considering  the  weight  that  was  due  to  the  testimt>ny 
of  any  witness,  not  only  the  words  and  demeanor  of  tlm 
witness,  but  the  words  and  demeanor  of  him  who  ex- 
amined him  should  also  be  taken  into  consideration.   Tlire 
honorable  manager  knew  that  Mr.  Trotter  had  been  repre- 
sented as  a  persecuted  man,  and  that  a  report  had  been 
circulated,  that  after  he  had  given  his  evidence  before 
their  Lordships  he  had  undergone  the  most  severe  exami- 
nations before  the  managers.     Although  it  was  true  that 
the  House  of  Commons  possessed  largeand  ample  powers^ 
and  that  the  Committee  they  appointed  might  have  ex- 
amined him  and  re-examined  him,  as  often  and  '  at  s^ 
great  length  as  they  pleased,  yet  the  fact  in  the  present  casfe 
was,  that  Trotter  was  only  summoned  once  for  re-exami- 
nation, and  that  when  he  came  up  he  was  so  ill  that  he 
was  not  interrogated  for  more  than  two  minutes. .  Whe- 
ther the  si[ckne9swfi$  produced  from  any  disinclination  to 
give  his  evidence  or  any  fear  of  the  consequences,  Mr. 
Whitbread  could  not  say :  be  however  recollected  a  re- 
cent cas^  (alludipg  to  the  trial  of  General  Picton)  where 
the  sudden  pang  and  shrug  of  horror  uppn  seeing  the  re- 
presentation of  a  witness's  former  sufferings,   \t^as  dweh 
upon  by  a  mOjSt  able  and  eloquent  counsel  (Mr.  Garrow) 
as  a  proof  more  strong  than  any  words  can  convey  of  the 
truth  of  the  story  that  unhappy  female  was  about  to  relate. 
The. sudden  illnjBSs  o^  Mr.  Trotter  might  also  be  expres- 
sive; he  seemed  by  bis  evidence  before  their  Lordships 
to  take  lipon  his  own  shoulders  the  whole  load  of  guilt 
He  had  stepped  forward,  as  the  learned  counsel  had  said, 
like  Nisus  to  the  syccour  of  his  unfortunate  friend  Eury- 
alus.     That  episode  was  well  known.     The  two  friends 
bad  tpgethier  proceeded  to  the  camp  of  the  Rutuli  at  th^ 
dead  oF  night,  and  while  the  warviova  v«et^  v^^wJv^  ^^- 
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pjsiiig  ott  ibeir  arms  had  conimitted  great  slaughter 
Euryalus  was  discovered  by  the  spoil  which  he  had  taken^ 
when  bis  companion  rushed  impetuously  forward  to  save 
bini,  or  share  his  fate.  He  took  the  whole  consequence 
of  tiie  act  upon  himself,  and  declared 

Me,  ne,  acbuin  qui  feci,  in  me  convertite  femiiii» 
Ob  RuiuU • 

*•  The  quotation  of  the  learned  counsel  was  correct  as 
hr  as  it  went ;  but  why  dic\  he  stop  short  ?  Why  did  he 
not  add  the  words  imroedi&rfely  subsequent,  '  meajraus 
&mnU,'  Xl^y  perhaps  would  not  bave  sounded  so  ueil 
as  applieo  to  the  present  case. '  They  wished,  hon** 
ever,  to  shew  to  tlieir  Lordships  that  the  guilt  of  their 
Euryalus  was  only  his  too  great  con6dence  and  attacl^ 
mcnt  to  Mr.  Trotter. 

Tantuui  infelicem  iiiniiuin  dilexit  amicum. 

It  was  evident,  indeed,  that  if  there  bad  been  any 
strong  personal  feeling  evinced  by  Mr,  Trotter  in  his 
manner  of  giving^  his  evidence,  it  was  the  wish  to  lake 
upon  b:mseU'all  the  fraud,  and  all  the  guilt  wbich  attend- 
ed those  transactions;  *and  yet,  Mr.  Trotter  might  well 
complain  of  being  reduced  to  the  necessity  of  defending 
bis  friend  at  the  expence  of  his  own  character ;  be  might 
complain  of  those  friends  who  would  accept  of  such  a  de* 
fence." 

The  honourable  manager  now  entered  into  some  ob* 
servations  on  the  character  of  Mr.  Trotter.  He  applied 
a  few  remarks  to  the  construction  of  the  act,  as  assisted 
by  the  context  (noscitur  e  sociis)  andcompared^e  con- 
duct of  Lord  Melville  in  the  office  of  Treasurer  of  tfafc 
Navy,  with  that  of  his  successors.     He  then  continued  t 

*'  The  learned  counsel  had  indeed  great  confidence ifl 
the  popular  topics  they  had  introduced,  if  they  supposed 
them  sufficient  entirely  to  shake  tlie  mihds  of  their  Lord- 
ships, and  to  gain  an  acquittal  of  the  defendant^  after  so 
many  proofs  as  we  bave  adduced  of  bis  guilt.  By  the 
common  rules  of  judging  of  innocence  or  guilt,  what  evi- 
dence was  considered  stronger  than  the  destruction  of 
those  papers  or  documents  which  would  throw  the  dear- 
est light  upon  the  transaction?  Lord  Melville,  it  seemed, 
was  a  uegligenl,  carekss  m^w>  ^wA  \iv^vefore  it  was  proba- 
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ih^t  Me  bftd  destroyed  those  documents^  which,  if 
existed,  might*  have  been  produced.     JVfn  Trotted 
not  absolutely  ventured  to  say  t&at  lx>rd  'Melville 
burn  those  documents  and  accounts,  he  only  said,  he 
^ved,  but  he  did  not  know.     If  he  had  burned  them, 
did  he  burn  them  ?    If  he  bad  not  burnt  them,'  why 
le  not  produce  them  ?   The  presumption' arising  fiom 
suppression  or  destruction , of  evidence,  was  of  itself 
i^idence  so  strong,  as  to  be  alo^ost  conclusive  Jn*every 
,  both  of  civil  suit  and  criminal  prosei:ution. .  If  tl^ 
)site  party  should  destroy  the  title  deeds  of  an  e^ta,te^'' 
Id  they  not  be  supposed,,  as  gainst  him*  to  contaia 
title  which  the  honourable  Managers  alledged  ?  Aod 
1  they  heard  of  those  mutual  releases  and  agreement^ 
sstroy  papers  having  been  actually  signed  by  thede^- 
ant,  it  was  too  much  to  say,  that  his  Lordships  vei^y 
Lture  was  not  to  make  against  him,  because,  forsooth 
as  such  a  careless  and  negligent  man,  that  he  believed 
ever  Trotter  chose  to  represent  to  him,  and  signed 
TS  without  knowing  what  they  contained.     Ti>ey  did 
irjsh  to  try  Lord  Melville  by  any  other ^ri^es  of  evtfr 
e  than  thase  by  which  other  cases  were  governed;; 
le  would  ask,  if  it  woukl  be  endured  to  any  case  be^-. 
the  ordinary  cotH*t  of  justice,  that  a  defenoct  sbiHild 
H  up  by  a  party  accused,  by  saying  be  did  not  know 
:  be  was  signing  ?   He  .  believed,  when,  tbe  i^ble 
idant  was  secretary  of  state,  that  if  a  person  wer0 
ebt  before  bim,  whose  signfiitiire  to  a  tre^iusonable  pa« 
/as  proved,  Lord  MetviUe  would  mot  have,  considered 
any  defaice  fbr  the  accused  person  to  9ay,  '  I  am  % 
ess  and  negligent  man,  and  I  really  did  not  know 
ontORts  or  meaning  of  the  paper  I  signed.'    Such  a 
tee,  he  would  venture  to  say,  could  £ave  Qo  weight 
tbe  noble  lord,  or  with  any  coMrt  of  justiqe  in  the 
lom*    There  were  other  topics  on  which  tt^e  learned 
»ei  ioved  to  dwell.     They  enquired,  ^  Can  ariy  cltt^ 
le  tpind — cao^any  honourable  mind  believe  these  in* 
ces  which  the  honourable  up^nagers  have  drawn  ?'. 
|¥bitbread  trusted  his  mind  was  as  much  «ilive  to  thq 
a)  feeling  of  cliarity  as  the  mindly  of  the  learned 
^1;  but  he  would  say,  that  upon  this  occasion  he 
ometbiog  else  to  attend  to^  and  thut  a  subject  of  no 
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lessimportaricf^.   Sngge^ions  of  compassion,  diarity,  and 
liiercy,  were  not  mevely  to  be  listened  to,  it  was  the  duty 
Of  every  man  to  atle^id  to  the  proofs. '  It  had  been  irt  evi- 
dence, andiilh^t  by  the  confession  of  Lord  Melville  him- 
self, that  Trotter  was  in  the  habit  of  violating  the  lawy 
and  making  profit  of  the  j;)alances  by  bis  express  concur- 
i^ence  and  connivance.     The  fact  was  indisputable,  and 
if  the  connivance  were  not  from  corrupt  motives,  it  would 
be  difficult  indeed  to  assign  a  reason  why  Lord  Melville 
should  9titier  himself  to  be  go  completely  duped  by  Mr, 
Trotter.     Lord  Melville,  in  tlie  tir&t  place,  put  the  public 
money  out  of  his  own  contmml,  and  thereby  exposed  it,  if 
not  to  loi&,  ttt  least  to  hazard:  in  the  next  place,  Mr^ 
Trotter,  to  whom  he  had  chosen  to  delegate  his^controul, 
also  piit  it  out  of  his  power  by  placing  it  in  the  hands  of 
private  bankers,  which  was  exposing  it  a  second  tinie  to 
loss.      To  what  risk  it  might  have  been  further  exposed 
•fter   it  bad  been  handed  over  to  private  bankers,  he 
would  not  pretend  to  state.     But  who  was  this  man  that 
16  so  easily  persuaded  that  it  was  for  the  public  benefit 
il>at  the  money  of  the  office  should  be  exposed  to  those 
Jiazards?  Was  it  a  man  unacquainted  with  business,  and 
-completely  ignorant  of  all  money  transactions I^  No;  il 
:wa8  a  man  who  bad  had  more  experience  in*  business  of 
Ihat  nature  than  almost  any  other.     It  was  Lot  d  Mel- 
vilfe,  the  goverrwr  of  India;  the  secretary  6f  state;  the 
4Ban  that  c^uld  alone  unravel  the  confused  aiul  compli- 
tated  accounts  of  Sir  Thomas  Rwmbold     Was  this  the 
^inan  to*  ba  defended  on*  the  ground  of  his  being  igM- 
•#ant  in  reciters  of  business,  and  easily  difpedr   And  U> 
wh^t  extent  were  their  Lordships  called  upon  to  believe 
'him  duped  ?   Tlie  counsel  u'ould  persuade  them  that  he 
really  b€^lieved  what  wa^  stated  by  Mr.  Trotter,  thatil 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  draw  the  money  out  of 
the  Bank  of  England,  and  to  lodge  it  in  the  h»nds  of 
Mes9rs«  Co&tts.  *  The  honourable  manager  begged  their 
-lordships  to  consider  whatarguments  Trotter  cQuld  have 
used  to  persuade  any  man  Irving  that  this  was  for  the  pub- 
Jic  convenieuee.     Was  it  that  Coutts'  was  much  nearer 
than  the  Han4c  ?  But  it  was  an  historical  fact,  that  the 
joffice  was  in  Broad-street  in  the  year  1786,  when  those 
transactipns  first  took  place.     It  was  not  removed  tilt 
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1 787.  Wlien  tbe  office  vva3  in  Broad-street,  ^^duld  it  hfuye^ 
been  possible  for  Troiter  to  tell  Lord  Melville  that  Coutts'^ 
was  nearer  than  the  Bank,  and  consequently  ijaore  conve-*^ 
nient?  And  as  for  the  cash  payments,  the  arguinent  wqj^ 
quite  against  what  the  learned  counsel  had  contended^; 
for  at  that  time  cash  \vas  only  to  be  got  at  the  Banlfi  aiid' 
paper  was  to  be. obtained  at  Cputts'. 

"  The  confessions  that  had  been  made  by  Lord  Mel- 
ville himself,  were  endeavoured  to  be  invalidtted  by  'his 
counsel.  They  said  that  Lord  Melville  was  taken/iijft 
surprise ;  that  questions  were  asked  him  which  he  bad  n^^ 
reason  to  expect;  and  that  he  had  not  time  to  frame  th^" 
proper  answers.  But  how  was  Lord  MelviRe  takea^byr 
Burprize  more  than  any  other  witnesi^  that  was  exatfiined 
on  a  question  of  property  P  .  *\- r 

"  The  very  appointihcnt  of  the  Comdiissifooers  of  Na* 
val  Enquiry,  was  a  notice  to  him  to  be  prepared  to  give 
an  account  of-  the  transactions  of  his/ a^mimstradoso 
His  Lordship  was  apprized  early  in  the>yeadr  )808,  thai 
such  examination  would  take  place.  It^nias  lUithe^niid^ 
die  of  I803  that  the  precepts  were  issoed:  bvtt'his^  Lordi 
ship's  fiual  examination  was  not  coricludefliudktil.tiietith  joif 
November,  1 804.  Surely  thisi  could  not  4)e-  cailiiA  taioiiig 
bis  brdship  by  surprifes';  :Mr.  Tratfcerwme^tadiined^arl^ 
in  1^03 ;  and  consideriag  thb  hahicdof  inlinaamr«oidfdtii| 
intercourse?  between  the  nobl6  defendantand  Mr,  TrritS 
ter,  it  is  impossible  to  sup  pose,  th&t  tbe  lalter.did  notim* 
mediately  acquaint  Lord  rM^yille  with  ihe  wihele  ten^ 
dency  of  his  examination,  which  woaid/hftte  snsfiicifntly 
prepared  his  lordship  for.the  questions  wHicb  w<^uld  proi^ 
bably  be  put  to  him.  It  would  have  been  supposed,  from 
the  statement  of  the  learned  counsel,  that  a  tnimber  of 
witnesses  had  been  brou^i^ht  asrainst  the  defendant  from 
obscure  parts  of  the  city^  and  were  prepared  unhooded 
like  hawks  to  pounce  upon  their  prey.  Lord  Meiviiie^ 
however,  wanted  no  foreknowledge  of  the  nature  of  the 
questions  tliat  were  to  be  put  to  him,  and  he  came  to  his 
examinations  prepaiTd  for  them.  The  learned  counsei 
bad  spoken  of  the  magnanimity  of  hisrephee*  Where 
W^as  this  magnanimity?  Was  it  in  pittling  himself  under 
the  protection  of  tbe  5th  clause,  and  reusing  towiswer 
from  fear  of  criminating  himself?   The  bbnoural^le  mat* 
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nager  bad  heard  of  old  clothes  in  one  of  the  learned 
counsels  similes;  but^this  fifth  clause,  if  ir  could  not  be 
compared  to  an  old  coat,  might  better  be  called  an  ^auld 
claik.'  It  Was  this  use  the  defendant  seemed  to  make  of 
It,  and  in  coming  to  his  examination,  he  had  consplied 
with  the  words  of  a  Scottish  song — 

'  Tak  your  auld  claik  aboot  thee/ 

^'  It  was  in  this  *  auld  claik'  that  his  Lordship's  mag- 
fianimity  (of  which  so  much  had  been  heard)  took  aliel- 
ter.  The  noble  defendant  and  his  counsel  said,  that 
Trotter  had  been  directed  in  June,  1803,  to  give  every 
possible  information  to  the  commissioners ;  and  yet,  ia 
Noveinber,  1804,  be  was  unprepared  for  ^he  examina- 
tion,  and  on  that  account  took  adv^antage  of  the  5tb  clatise 
of  the  statute.  Mn  Trotter  mighty  as  Paymaster,  have 
drawn  the  money  out  of  the  Bank  by  bis  own  authority, 
or  be  might  have  given  another  person  the  authority  of 
doing  it  by  power  of  attorney :  if  then  there  were  pQ  de* 
sign  of  a  participation  of  the  gains,  there  would  have 
been  no  occasioh  to  ask  permission  of  Lord  Melville  to 
do  that  which  he  would  have  done  ^without  that  permis^ 
9100.  If  such  were  to  be  the  case,  no  limits  could  \  be  set 
to  the  credit  which  the  story,  of  Trotter  was  to  meet  with. 
It  wasin  vain  to  confound  the  cases  of  Trotter  and  Lord 
Melvill^  and  to  say  that  Trotter  was  much  more  guilty 
in  those  transactions  than  his  Lordship.  The  situation 
that  the  public  was  placed  in  from  the  delinquency  of 
the  person  who  was  at  the  head  of  the  department,  and 
from  tbe  fraud  of  a  subordinate  officer,  was, very  differ* 
ent  If  it  were  the  subordinate  person  who  was  corrupt; 
while  the  head  of  the  department  was  pure,  there  were 
many  ways  in  wlrich  the  corruption  could  be  made  known 
to  the  principM,  and  immediately  punished;  but  wben 
the  head  himself  was  corrupt,  the  detection  was  difficult, 
and  next  to  impossible.  In  speaking  of  the  ways  the  cor* 
ruption  of  subordinate  persona  might  be  brought  to  light, 
it  reminded  him  of  an  affecting  story  which  he  had  heard. 
There  was  a  prisoner  confined  for  debt  in  a  distant  coun- 
ty; the  hurdsbips  of  the  imprisonment,  combined  with 
the  natural  love  of  liberty,  induced  this  man  to  attempt 
esctpe»    This  attempt  occasioned  the  goaler  la  take 
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iD6rerig0AMi8mea»9  of  imprisoning  hihi,  and  he  vras  sietAi 
by  one  of  bis  friends  actually  tied  hand  «k1  foot  to  the 
floor.  This  friend  immediately  made  a  drawing  of  what 
be  had  seen^  and  look  care  that  it  should  be  dil^ctly  sent 
to  one  of  the  principal  officers  under  thegoveroment.  The 
case  was  imuiediately  enquired  into,  and  redressed,  la 
ways  somewhat  similar,  it  was  always  possible  to  in- 
form the  principal  of  the  corruption  or  fraud  of  subofdi- 
oatJs  ageius.  But  when  the  principal  himself  was  cor- 
rupt, what  means  lay  open  for  detection ;  and,  above  all^ 
bow  was  the  corruption  of  Mr.  Dundas  to  be  detected^  \ 
who  united  in  himself  so  many  of  the  principal  offices  of 
the  state?  If > any  man  ^ere  disposed  to  make  a  com- 
plaint of  the  illegal  ai\d  corrupt  conduct  of  Mr.  Trotter^  - 
where  was  be  to  gO?  If  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Navy's 
office,  there  was  Mn  Dundas,  his  friend  and  protector;  if 
to  the  office  oi  the  Secretary  of  State,  therahe  would  meet 
Mr.  Dundas  again ;  or  if  he  should  think  of  going  to  the 
highest  quarter,  and  complaining  to  that  minister  who 
was  now  no  more^  what  redress  could  be  had  there  ? 
Mr.  Pitt  had  been  as  completely  deceived  by  Mr.  Dun« 
das,  as  Lord  Melville's  counsel  would  wish  their  Lord- 
ships to  believe  that  he  was  deceived  by  Trotter.  A  com- 
plaint was  in  fact  made  to  Mr.  Pitt,  and  that  from  the 
highest  authority,  the  Governor  of  the  Bank  of  England ; 
and  yet  Mr.  Pitt,  whose  personal  integrity  was  not  doubt- 
ed, placed  so  much  confidence  in  the  representations  of 
Lord  Melville,  that  no^nquiry  took  place  in  consequence 
of  that  communication.  If  it  was  really  ignorance  of  bu- 
siness that  was  the  cause  of  Lord  Melville's  being  so  de- 
ceived,  bis  ignorance  bad  been  of  great  service  to  him.— - 
It  would  be  folly  to  be  wise,  when  ignorance  could  daim 
such  great  advantages  which  wisdom  could  not  pretend 
to.  The  public  money  was  exposed  not  only  to  risk,  but 
to  toss  i  fbr  it  was  in  evidence,  that  a  large  collection  of 
navy  bills  were  given  to  Mark  Sprott  to  sell  when  navy 
bills  were  at  a  discount  The  loss,  however,  the  honour- 
able manager  confessed,  was  afterwards  replaced  ;  and 
when  the  learned  counsel  for  the  defendant  asked  so  em- 
phatically, ^  Has  the  public  lost  a  single  farthing  by  these 
transactions ;'  and  when  they  laid  such  a  stress  on  the 
wofdfarthwgt  be  did  not  mean  to  say  that  it  had  Mta* 
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iil^  lost,  but  what  be  contended  was,  tbatithad  uaneces* 
6ari(y^  and  ina  manner  contrary  to  law^  been. exposed  to 
risk  and  loss  for  the  emolument  of  individuals^  who  bad 
gained  large  sums  by  the  illegal  application  of  it  Wbeo 
they  came  to  examine  Mn  Trotter  about  his  private  fort 
tnne,  and  his  means  of  acquiring  it,  he  told  the  honour^ 
able^  manager,  lie  began  as  a  clerk  at  50/.  per  annum? 
that  that  salary  was  afterwards  increased  to  lOO/. ;  and 
when  he  was  paymaster,  it  aniounted  to  500/.  a  year ;  but 
of  means  so  slender,  he  had  amassed  a  fortune  of  be« 
iween  forty  and  6fty  thousand  pounds  by  his  own  confe&* 
sion.  Mr.  Trotter  had  told  their  lordships  with  wbal 
indignation  Lord  Melville  rejected  the  proposals  bemads 
to  him,  to  apply  part  of  tlie  balances  to  the  purchase  ol 
India  Stock.  The  indignation  of  hts  Lordship  at  the  pro" 
posai  was  so  great,  that  he  feared  be  had  lost  his  Lord- 
(fthip*s  fieivour  for  ever.  How  then  did  it  happen,  that  at 
the  very  moment  of  this  indignant  rejection,  the  coofi» 
dence  of  Trotter  was  considerably  increased  ?"  From  that 
moment  he  made  his  speculations  on  a  larger  scale ;  aad 
y^t  he  would  now  persuade  their  Lordships,  that  the  no- 
ble  defendant  knew  nothing  at  all  of  those  speculations, 
or  that  the  public  money  was  made  profitable  in  his  hands. 
Lord  Melville  did  not  go  quite  so  far:  he  confessed, 
that  be  thought  Trotter  might  make  some  small  profits  of 
the  money,  by  getting  a  premium  from  the  private  ba&i 
ker  on  the  lodgments ;  but  he  would  have  us  believe, 
that  he  knew  nothing  about  his  speculations,  or  that  he 
made  any  profits  in  that  way.  But  how  was  it  possible 
Lord  Melville  couid  be  ignorant  of  Trotter's  gains? 
When  he  wa$  in  the  habit  of  daily  and  confidential  inti^ 
macy  with  him,  was  it  possible,  for  him  to  be  ignoran^of 
Trotter's  mode  of  living?  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
there  was  any  thing  uncommonly  sumptuous  or  profuse 
in  Mr.  Trotter's  way  of  living,  but  he  lived  with  the 
comforts,  ^and  in  the  style  of  a  gentleman  possessing  two 
or  three  thousand  a  year.  Did  not  Lord  Melville  know 
that  he  had  purchased  Dreghorn  ;  and  must  he  not  liave 
known  that  all  this  was  done  with  the  profits  which  he 
Imd  made  from  the  public  money  ?  It  certaii^ly  could  not 
have  been  from  the  savings  of  his  salary  of  50/.  or  100/. 
a  year,  nor  even  ftoav  Uu  %^^x^  of  500/,:.  when  he  was 
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/^ayniaste^  Lord  Melville  must  have  heen^mAee6  rnosf 
rguofant  in  matters  of  business^  if  be  supposed  thataH 
fills  could  have  been  done  merely  from  the  premiums  a 
private  banker  would  give  for  the  lodgment  of  money  in 
his  hands.  If  Lord  Melville  could  both  believe  this,  and 
also  believe  that  when  the  office  was  in  Broad'Streetv 
Coutts^  was  nearer  and  more  convenient  than  the  Bank;^ 
he  must  indeed  have  been  one  of  the  most  ignorant  men^ 
and  most  easily  duped,  of  any  that  ever  was  supposed  fit 
to  be  entrusted  with  high  situations  under  the  state." 

The  honourable  manager  said,  that  the  Commons  ha4 
prbved  all  the  articles  of  impeachment  down  to  that 
which  charged  the  noble  defendant  with  corrupt  partici- 
pation, and  observed  upon  the  character  of  Lord  Mel- 
ville, in  answer  to  the  o^bservations  of  tlie  learned  counsel, 
of  the  incompatibility  of  the  meanness  attributed  to  the 
noble  defendant,  and  the  profuse  generosity  he  had  al- 
ways displ^iyed ;  and  he  illustrated  the  observation  from 
the  passage  in  ^s^Uust,  in  which  he  describes  Catiline, 
*  Simulator  ac  dissimulator  alieni  appeienssuifwofususi 

satis  eloquenti(e^  sapitntue  parum'    Mrs  Whitbread 

then  commented  on  the  inconsistency  of  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Melville  at  the  first  interview  with  Mr.  Trotter  on 
the  subject  of  India  Stock,  and  in  the  sequel  of  that  busi^ 
ness,  and  on  the  impropriety  of  his  becoming  a  speculator 
In  that  fund  as  President  of  the  Board  of  Controul.  He 
then  proceeded  :-— 

"  The  act  of  friendship  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Trotter, 
and  the  easy  yielding  of  Lord  Melville,  were  not  hard  to 
be  understood.     There  was  no  occasion  for  him  to  hear, 
or  for  Trotter  to  tell  him  in  express  terms,  from  what 
funds  the  money  came.     They  could  have  understood 
each  other  without  the  use  of  words ;  signs  would  have 
been  sufficiently  expressive.    It  might  therefore  very  pos-   • 
sibly  be  true  that  Trotter  never  did  expressly  tell  his 
Lordship,  that  this  accommodation  was  given  on  account 
of  the  profits  that  he  made  by  his  speculations  ^*ith  the 
public  money:  but  could  their  lordships  believe  that  he 
could  really  be  ignorant  of  that  fact?    Lord  Melville 
found  in  Trojtter  a  willing  agent,  and  proper  to  be  cm- 
ployed  on  such  occasions;  and  it  might  have  been,  that 
it  was  tbe  meeting  with  such  an  agent,  that-suggested  the 
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wk^L  to  hb  lordship.  He  found  him  fit  and  apt  to  be 
empbyed.  It  reminded  him  of  the  passage  in  Shak- 
apeare's  historical  play  of  King  John,  when  that  sovereign 
wishing  the  death  of  Prince  Arthur,  he  faintly  meniioneid 
it  to  Piubert,  who  zealously  undertook  it.  When  King 
John  supposed  the*  prince  was  murdered  on  thb  sugges- 
tion, his  conscience  smote  him^  and  he  reproached  Hu* 
bert  with  it : 

.    '  How  oft  the  sight  of  means  to  do  ill  deeds 
Makes  ill  deeds  done !  For  hadst  thou  not  been  by, 
A  fellow  by  the  hand  of  nature  marked, 
Quoted  and  sign'd  to  do  a  deed  of  shame. 
This  murder  had  not  come  into  my  mind/ 

And  again, 

'  Hadst  thou  but  shook  thy  hand,  or  made  a  pause. 

When  I  spake  darkly  what  I  purposed ; 

Or  turned  an  eye  of  doubt  tipon  my  face. 

Or  bid  me  tell  my  tale  in  express  words. 

Deep  shame  had  struck  me  dumb,  made  me  break  off. 

And  i'hose  thy  fears  might  have  wrought  fear  in  me : 

But  thoa  didst  understand  me  by  my  signs. 

And  didst  in  signs  again  parley  with  sin/ 

rotter  then  understood  the  language  of  those  signs, 
and  ventured,  without  any  more  authority  from  Lord 
Melvillci  to  carry  his  high  name  to  the  alley,  and  to  the 
money  brokers.  It  was  enough  to  tell,  that  the  President 
uf  the  Board  of  Controul  wanted  money  to  purchase  In- 
dia Stock.  The  hint  was  spon  taken^  and  the  money  was 
procured.  Trotter  indeed  states,  that  upon  tliese  trans- 
actions he  charged  Lord  Melville  with  an  interest  of  five 
per  cent — but  w  hat -was  that  to  the  person  who  lent  the 
money  without  security  ?  When  Lord  Melville  was  told, 
that  a  person  of  the  name  of  Lind  had  lent  him  lOOO/. 
could  he  have  readily  supposed  that  a  stranger  would 
lend  him  that  money  without  a  consideration,  and  with- 
out security?  or  could  he  have  degraded  himself  so 
much,  as  to  accept  those  presents  and  accommodations 
from  strangers  ?  It  was  evident,  that  the  only  ground  on 
which  Lord  Melville  could  receive  those  great  pecuniary 
accommodations,  was  on  account  of  the  profits  which  he, 
permitted  Trotter  to  make  of  the  balances  of  public  mo- 
ney. All  the  advantage  then,  which  he  derived  from 
th^se  accommpdations,  was  clearly  a  corrupt   partici- 


pation  to  that  amount,    A  very  short  time  after,  th^ 
14)000/.   India  Stock  was  purchased  for  tUe  defendant; 
and  he  told  Trotter  be  wished  still  farther  to  increase  his 
India  Stock ;  2000/.  more  was  purchased  in  his  name 
without  any  consideration.     Trotter    himself  says    he 
does  oot  recoUecti  whether  there  was  any  con\er.>atioQ 
about  the  re-payment  of  this  money,  hut  Lord  M Jville 
regularly  received  the  dividends.     I  cannot  conceive  that 
it  is  possible  for  any  circumstantial  evidence  to  prove 
more  clearly,  that  Lord  Melville  knowingly  particijiated 
in  those  profits  to  the  amount  I  have  staled;  and  if  he 
participated  knowingly,  it  w«as  a  corrupt. participation. 
The  learned  counsel  for  the  defendant,  in  their^popular 
cross-examination,  had   got  Trotter  to  sa^,  tliat  Lord 
Melville  never  knew  of  any  purchases  made  with  the 
public  money,  specifically,  nor  ever  knovvingly  received 
any  of  the  public  money  by  that  specific  name;  but  the 
lionourable  manager  had  shewn  that  he  must  have  known 
generally  that  the  public  money  was  sq  applied,  and  that 
he  regularly  received  the  dividends  on  what  had  been 
purchased  in  his  name,  although  he  advanced  rvo  part  of 
the  purchase  money.     The  justification  however,  is,  that 
he  was  a  man  so  occupied  in  various  departments,  that 
be  had  little  time  to  pay  attention  to  the  treasnrership  of 
the  navy,  and  still  less,  to  think  of  his  own  private  afiairs. 
As  to  the  purchase  of  10,000/.  in  the  loyalty  loan,  tLis  cir- 
cumstance was  introduce^  with  great  pomp  and  parade 
by  his  counsel,  as  if  it  were  a  great  sacrifice  which  he 
Uiade  to  the  public  good :  and  tlie  authority  of  that  minis- 
ter,  who  IS  now  no   more,    was    brought   forward   to 
prove,%  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  for  men  in  high 
situations^  to  set  an  example  of  contributing  to  that  loan. 
He  did  not  like  this  perpetual  appeal  to  dead  authopity  : 
he  thought  we  had  already  a  great  deal  too  much  of  jr. 
If  their  living  measures  would  not  support  them,  it  would 
be  in  vain  to  bolster  them  up  by  the  great  name  and  re- 
putation  of  a  persDo  now  in  his  grave.     The  name  of 
that  man  was  now  brought  forward  to  support  every  mea« 
sure  that  his  friends  i^'isbed  to  carryj     He  did  not  like 
their  ieternaily  dragging  the  corpse  of  C»sHr  into  public 
view.     It  was  a  tricky  that,  if  splayed  oft*  much  longer 
H^uld  eutirdy  lose  its  stag^  effect,  aa4  be  of  uo  furth^ 
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we.  If  te  be  iaiil  tiiae  Mr.  Pitt  hIm  pBrcfateenT  in  HMf 
loyalty  Itmn,  the  nation  b«i(  oothmg  to  4o  with  k.  What- 
ever might  jKave  been  the  \o^  urpon  it,  eame  aiiiong  bi> 
privace  del^>t$:  tiie  lYatioil  bias  p^id  those  debts,  itnd  bt 
hifnse^f  cheei  fuUj  voted  for  tbe  paym^t  of  tliefo.  fim 
did  any  liody  ev^  s^ay  thdt  Mr.  Pitt  afpiied  the  momf 
of  the  (inihliG  to  hTs  private  dpecailiitiaass  %s  Lord  Aid- 
vitle  had  dmid  ?  He  believed  «ha.t  hef  wovkl  have  died 
rather  thijn  hare  done  it.  There  via^ bo  maimer  of  com-^ 
par(3on  behvemt  Mr.  Pkt  and  Loit^t  MelvUie  in  tbu  vta** 
peer }  and  while  tiie  name  of  the  one  is  held  op  to  bo** 
nuur,  tbe  ilame  of  rive  other  wa»<  hdnded  down»  w  you  for 
conviclioit.  !^uch  actB  »s  be  Itad  cociinnme^^  wcr9  not  the 
efiects  of  iitegHs^iTce.  The  hoMOurai^le  0iaQager9  cbar^^ 
add  they  think  they  bave  pi'oved,  as  far  a^tiie  evidence  cf 
circunfistbii^ces  e*in  prove  Ft,  tha^t  corruption  was^  in  faif 
min<{l  at  the  time  he  directed  thpse  puvchase^df  lodia^ 
stock  to  be  made,  uhich  stock  was  boagbc  from:  the  pro^ 
fits  of  the  public  n>oney,  a^nd  WiiMiertBA  by  his  prfvate 
letter  of  attorney.  As^  to  rM  lo^ty  loan  stoekv  Troitei! 
said  it  was  transferred  to  (l)e  che^  mcwdCi  Tbedet' 
fendant  ought  to  liave  told  theif  lordships  ttbttir  tras  |b^ 
chest  accoiint.  It  \^as  an  ae^ooni  ttmt  MMt  b&  kos^tfy 
and  ought  to  have  been  produced.  Id  th^  che»  teCMttQ. 
the  chest  wa^atways  debtor  to  tbepi^bikt ;:  Met  yft^  rnOMdl 
of  dischargmg  any  of  those  debts,  t^td  $mtB  of  maa4y  £lf^ 
taken  from  it  as  (oan^  ttithout  interest;*  to  paitbiM'tflock 
in  the  name,  and  for  the  separiare  me  oi  LonLMalvifle^ 
Advances  bad>  aii^o  been  mad^  Ibr  tbe  p^jment  ^  fmvtfts: 
debt3  in  Scotland.  There  wad  another  Meoiiilt^  ihf  ac« 
count  current,  ^hich  gener^Iy  stood madl  tgniMtthede^ 
fendant,  aiid  in  ^hieh^  he  ^as'  usviftHy  dtiKM  fiW  16 
to  2();0CX)A  It^  was  strange  too^  the«  ifi  fhis  accoam  cur* 
rent  betwotn^  Lord  Mekithe  and  TtaiWfi  h§  «hMdd  iMx^a* 
been  do  itiu^h^  itf  mrtats^  when  df  thai  time  TretttrlMd 
only  a  SAlftft  c^'IOO/.  At  that  timer,  tothe  y^Mtr  178^  1^ 
sdm  of  4^000/1  wa6  ad^aneedhtt)  Lord  Meli4iltfi  by  Ti«Mr^ 
widMiut  ^T!^  ]nfinp«»i  bekfg  ctOHrged  upoiy  it;  hias^  cmiA 
he  6 1  (iMt  a  clepit  at  VOOk  a  ytaTi  toi  teiid^  Itiiii  4y(XXML ;  or 
ifvhe  hud  produrei«)  it  froin4 bi^  friflc^i  k0W  coidd  he^^biw 
ttiDught  Of  a<}cem>ng  it  wfihout;  interest?  Tint  luccoool 
ii1u^4)OM<e#oi^  4dL  ^tMat^i  i«v  ^  4iQ^k^  ^vultfcb  faaid  bte^- 


destroyed,  wd  now  no  acooufltsc^^tuU]  bo  obtained  ex* 
cept  irpm  Trotter,  it  uppieared^  however,  from  tliat 
account,  ihnt  :securitie.slo  the  amount  of  5  ],000/.  bought 
M'hh  the  ]>ui>lic  money,  had  been  atone  time  put  at  the 
d^po^al  of  <Vf r.  Mark  Sprott,  to  itake  to  the  market,  and 
iflelt  mben  hf  judged  proper.  It  appeared  that  the  ac- 
count i^vHTent  wa3  generally  agaiost  Lord  MelvHIe,  and 
the  ichefitt  account  always  :  and  yet  TroUer  was  at  the 
Min<);ti9)e  agent  to  Lord  Melville  in  all  his  private  affairs, 
wijthQut  ever  receiving  finy  gratuity  wlmtever.  Under 
ibo$e  ciricumstances,  how  could  Lord  Melville  possibly 
accept  the  services  of  Troiter  without  giving  Ljin'  any 
/Coaap^nsation  ?  It  was  evident,  that  he  knew  .that  abun^ 
fdant  eotnpensation  had  been  given  him  in  anotlrer  way, 
^nd  that  he  was  well  repaid  by  the  profits  be  periniue<^ 
i^im  to  make  of  the  public  money.  Heeame  now  to  the 
•dest-roction  of  papers  and  vouchers.  First,  as  to  the  rf<- 
lease  itself,  how  was  it  prepared  ?  It  Mas  prepared  by  the 
#lime  person  who  wa^  solicitor  both  to  Lord  Melville  and 
to  Trotter.  At  the  time  of  the  execution  of  tiie  release^ 
Lard  MeJville  fvas  in  Scotland,  and  Trotter  was  in  Loo- 
^n.  What  was  idie  urgent  necessity  of  this  release, 
find  lt)e  eoosequenjt  destruction  of  the  papers  and  vouchr 
^rs  ?  It  w(»s  cleiar]>y  because  the  Cotnmission  of  Naval 
ftiquiry  (bad  been  instituted,  and  tbo3e  accountd  would 
not  bear  examination.  The  destruction  of  paper's  and 
voocfaers,  is  at  all  tknes,  but  fnore  particularly  at  such  %, 
time^  a  strong  presumption  of  fraud.  It  is  considered  so 
in  evei7  court  of  justice,  and  in  every  country;  and  the 
noble  Lord  could  not  havie  been  ignorant  of  this.princi^ 
pie,  wiiieh  »  now^here  more  stnongly  relied  upon  than 
inline  laws  of  Scotland,  and  in  the  tribunals  of  that 
country. 

In^very  epurt  in  tbip  country  whether  of  civil  or  cri^ 
minal  jurisprudence^  the  df?struction  of  evidence  is  takeit 
90  strong  ^te^timony  .against  the  J)arty  who  destroys  it 
A  case  had  been  pat  by  a  learned  manager  (the  Solicitor 
Genera))  of  apersoo,  charged  with  murder,  having  been 
proved  to  have  destroyed  the  qloaths  be  wore  on  the  day 
tfie  ibfirdcr  w^s  conimitted,  and  he  asked,  would  not  a 
jllty  presume  from  tlie  desti^uction  of  the  cloaths,  thai 
tbeV  li  ei*e;BJ»iMd  with  tbe  blood  of  the  i^ersot^  lUHvd&YQdi  \ 
;  3b2  Vx 
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it  had  been  apswcred  by  the  counsel  for  the  d  fenJant, 
that  this  circumstance  would  not  by  itself  t)e  sufficient  to 
presume  guilt.     The   learned  ujanager  did  not  say  it 
uuuldbe.of  itself ;  but  he  said,  that  coupled  with  other 
circumstances,  it  wust  have  a  powerful  weight  with  a 
jury.'     There,  was  a  remarkable  trial  which  was  a  very 
general  subject  of  conversation  at  that  lime  when  Captain 
Donnelau  was  tried  for  the  ipurder  of  Sir  Theodosius 
Jionijtiton,  aad  the  stiwigest  evidence  which  appeared 
•    ai^aiiist  him,  was  the  cleaning  the  bottle  which  had  coo* 
tainefl  the  poison.     Judore  BuUer  laid  considerable  stress 
on  tliis  circuuistance  in  his  summing  up,  and  €very  one 
^  ,  recoiJects  what  impression  it  made  upon  the  public  mind 
.    at  that  linie.     \V'hv  should  Captain  Donneian  have  taken 
the  ijains  to  clean  the  phial,  if  he  had  not  known  that  it 
.Contained   poison?    A   similar  circumstance  had   been 
•J ,  atroniriy  dwelt  vpoii  in  the  trial  of  Miss  Blandy,  for  the 
niurderof  her  father.     It  was  proved,  that  she  bad  en- 
deavoured to  destroy  the   paper  which  contained  the 
^    arsenic,  which  poisoned  him.     The  paper  was  wrested 
^    from  her,  but  the  attempt  to  destroy  it  was  a  circqm- 
staiue  strongly  dwelt  upon  by  the  learned  judge  who 
.^    presided  at  the  trial.     1  he  honourable  manager  did  not 
.    say,  that  the  destruction  of  evidence  of  itself  amounts  to 
\     a  proof  of  gnijt,  but  what  he  asserted  was,  that  coupled 
, .    with  otljer  circumstances,  it  must  have  the  most  powerful 
\    elfect.     There  was  no  circumstance  that  he  knew,  which 
can  induce  so   strongly  the  presumption  of  guih,    as 
the  very  means  by  .which  the  guilt  or  innocence' would 
b3  proved* -^However  impatient  Trotter  might  have  been 
,,     tj  destroy,  why  should   Lord   Melville  wish  to  destroy 
:.    iixQint  If  he  destroyed  those  useful  papers,  he  left  him- 
.  -self  without  te^itimony  or  vouchers  of  Trotters  account 
wit  1  hijn.     What  object  <;ould  Lord  Melville  have  bad, 
^'  in  destroying  those  papers  if  they   contained   nothing 
which,  could  involve  him?   Their  lordships  had   been 
I'.,   tq'd,  that  after  Lord  Melville  had  returned  to  Scotland, 
J.   he  had  been  employed  in  selecting  the  papers  which  he 
was  to  destroy,  and  among  the  papers  he  did  soseIect» 
were  the  accounts  of  his    administration.     Why  were 
^    those  papers  committed  to  the  6ames,  or  how  could  be 
appose  ihtux  up^leaa  ipi^'^^^*^^  '^Vvrw  V^^  ^^^^^  that  a  Com- 


tnisaion  of  Nav^l  Enquiry  had  been  instituted  for  the^- 
pr€ss  purpose  of  examuiinginio  matters  of  this  sort  ?  This 
negligent  man,  as  he  was  describee!  lo  be,  spent  the  early 
pal  t  of  I  SOS  in  arranging  his  papers,  but  not  in  examining 
the  account.  When  the  papers  were  obliterated,  that  tie 
had  selected  for  destruction,  he  then  executed  a  release 
hi  Scbtlanci,  and  shortly  after^vards  came  up  to  London 
in  triumph,  with  his  pocket  full  of  proxies  to  overturn  the 
administration  under  which  those  Commissioners  bad 
been  appointed;  upon  this  destruction  of  papers,  and 
this  release  the  honourable  manager  did  rely  as  one  of 
the  strongest  evidences  which  circumstances  could  afford 
of  the  fraud  of  the  noble  defeiide^nt. 

He  had  now  gone  through  a  statement  of  the  evi« 
dence  produced  by  the  Commons,  and  he  trusted  be 
had  omitted  nothfng  that  was  material,  dnd  he  hoped 
he  had  argued  nothing  unfairly.     A  great  deal  of  testi« 
mony  bad  been  brought  forward  to  tetablish  the  guilt  of 
'the  noble  defendant,  but  none  had  been  produced  to 
prove  his  innocence.     If  it  had  been  possible  for  him  to 
give  any  explahation'of  those  circumstances,  and  he  bad 
not  done  it,   Oh  n)iseral)le  man  \  how  has  he  been  de« 
fended  !   If  it  had  been  possible  for  him  to  have  called 
Vitnesses  to  establish  his  innocence,  and  nonesuch  bad 
been  called,  Oh  miserable  man  !  how  has  he  been  de- 
fended !  Was  it  not  to  be  supposed  that  when  a  host  of 
witnesses  had  been  produced  against  him,  heonhispart^ 
should  have  produced  some  to  invalidate  the  testimony; 
or  to  turn  the  blame  on  others?  What  sort  of  defence 
hid  been  set  up  by  his  counsel?  They  were  attacked  io 
their  entrenchments  and   they  retreated    to  the  fosse: 
pursued  to  the  fo^s^,  they  absconded  it,  and  flew  to 
the  postern :  they  seemed  perfectly  content  to  carry  off 
the  body  of  Lord   Melville,  and  left  his  reputation  to 
shift  for  itself.     There  weix3  modes  of  defence  by  which 
a  man  of  Lord  Melville's  rank  and  situation  might  have 
freed  himself  from  an  accusation  like  the  present,  and 
instead  of  having  his  character  impaired,  would  have  come 
from  his  trial  with  greater  advantage  and  increased  re- 
putatioti. '  irhe  could  have  shewn  his  innocence  and 
purity ;  if  he  could  have  rested  his  defence  on  truth, 
be  taught  have  been  borne  in  triumph  on  its  resplendent 

b^ife^  Md  bis  fame,  so  far  frota  suSev\tt^  >rqu\^  \«lh% 
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htm  greafly  ipq-cased.  But  whett  he  bad  been  (defended 
merely  on  qairRd  anji  quibbles,  tlie  Jionorable  manager 
must  again  say;  Oh  fliiserable  man  !  to  be^ reduced  to  the 
^necessity  of  resting  bis  honor  on  such  a  defen.cc:!  Nothing 
more  remained  for  the  managers,  than  to  call  upon  their 
X-ordshlps  for  that  verdict,  which  the  Commons  h«da 
rigftrt  to  expect.  They  had  dischargejd  their  duty  to  the 
eoiintry,  and  ttiey  trusted  with  fairness  and  moderation. 
Thecounsel  for  tlie  noble  defendant  had  often  mentis 
oned,  that  thd-  task  of  the  managers  was  an  invidious  one. 
*Theyhad  Felt  it  in  many  respects  pajnful,  but  although  it 
4>ad  been  7)ainful,  and  in  some  degree  invidious,  yet  a 
duty  tp  the  country  obliged  them  to  persevere-  If  any 
•odium  was  attached  to  it,  tliey  were  fuily  prepared  to  en* 
counter  it.  In  tl)e  days  of  chivalry  they  had  heard  of  a 
^ench  Kniglit  (I.e  Chevalier  Bayaj-d)  who  so  conducted 
iMmself  through  lifevasto  gain  the  distinguishing appelid- 
4ive  of  ihe  Knight  ^  sa;is  pear  et  sans  reprochc.^  Thp 
inanagers  of  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kinjjdom  had 
wtered  upon  the  discharge  of  their  duty  without  fear, 
*ind-they  trusted  they  b'ad  fulfilled  it  withgut  reproach. ' 

Mr.  Whitbread  haying  then  concluded,  the  JL.or<i 
Chancellor  informed  the  Counsel  for  the  defendaiUi 
♦hat  a^  the  Attorney  peneral  had  cited  cases  against 
the  doctrine  which  they  Contended  w^s  law;  they  \^^  tbp 
^ivilege  of  ^nsvverinjg  those  c^ses,  or  pbserving  upQQ 
^ytxxiy  but  not  of  entering  upoq  any  other  subject 
The  ft^apager9*w9uld  like\vf*&' nave  The  ^  of  rjs- 

f^ying  to  their  observ.a,tiQiis  on  those  ca^e^  su(^^gt  jbo  thf 
eame  4imrlation. 

Mr,  PJomer  said  he  sho^ild  content  Uimsplf  witji  point- 
fng  out  the  difference  jbetwcen  the  case  tt\at  w^s  quo^od 
of  the  King  an<^  Ba^ridge,  and  the  present  c$^se,  Ja 
Aq  case  that  bad  been  quoted,  it  appie^red  from  the  r^r 
€ord,  tb^t  there  had  been  a  fraudulent  si^btraction  of  thjj 
Joan  of  48,000/.  at  the  time  that  Lord  HpUand^was  payr 
master,  whjdi  was  clearly  an  indLctaU)le  offence.  Tht^ 
l^arped  counsel  then  read,  at  length,  the  recprci  o/  th^ 
pase  of  the  Kine  ^galns|;  Bfti^brijdji^e,  tp  ^w  Ujp  dif" 
Je/ence. 
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The  Attorney  General,  in  reply,  read  the  opinion 
delivered  by  Lord  Mansfield  on  that  case.  It  had  been 
argued  that  it  was  only  a  civil  injury,  a  fraud,  a  breach,  of 
trust,  and  not  an  indictable  ofi'ence  :  but  Lord  Mans- 
field  held,  that  a  person  who  accepted  a  public  office  of 
trust,  attended  with  emolument  to  himself,  must  cer* 
tainly,  as  a  public  officer,  be  amenable  to't^e  King^  and  , 
liable  to  be  prosecuted  by  information,  for  the  violation 
of  his  trust ;  and,  as  it  was  a  matter  in  whicii  the  pub- 
lic was  concerned,  he  held  it  as  an  indictable  offence. 

The  Court  then  adjourned. 
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SIXTEEHTH  DAY. 


THURSDAY,  JVJUf.  12. 

HIS  morning,  .according  .to  ^iipfiQinUxieQlr  ^e  P^ers 
sembled  in  their  x^haniber,  *and  proceeded  in  the  usual 
der  to  their  respective  places  in  ^f  stminster  ^all. 
The  Lord  ChanceUor  having  takeii  his  §e^t  on  the 
oolsack,  presently  rose,  and  jidckessed  .their  JU>rd- 
ips,  ohserving,  that  they  *bad  heard  the  evidence  on 
e  charges  exhibited  against  ^enry  Lord  Visc9unt 
[elville^aqd  that  tl^y  were  npjwr  to  giv^  their  deter- 
ination  thereon.  The  iSirst  question  was,  whether 
epry  Xprd  Vis^qiiot  iMeU^ille  wa^  gtfilty  of  the  4^igh 
iqoic^  And*  w^H^^neaQors  stkted  in  the  %\sX  article  oi 
e  cl^prge. 

>Bis  il^rdshjp  4h^n  ^^fidres^ing  ,the  junior  peer,  said, 
lfi}m\  saysyo^r  Loridship^o^t^W^^^  charj^p?" 

e  then  a$k^(i  ^^h  Jn^ividW ,  p^^r  ,the  .sarpe.ciui^tiopy 
l^tU  adyj^ncing;^ro^gh^t^.e.^iQ^^  he  ^os^  to 

8  vjloyal  |ii£hne9s  the  .Qiik^  pf  Yqrk.  \4(i<^r  thi^ 
dgment  of  that  illustrious  person  h^d  bej^  .S^Y^^ 
e  Lord  Chancellor  signified  his  own  decision  in  *the 
rmula  adopted,  '^  Guilty,  or  sot  guilty,  upon  my 
)nor." 

In  this  manner  their  Lordships  proceeded  through 
ich  distinct  article  of  the  charge,  after  which  the  num-> 
;rs  were  calculated,  and  the  Chancellor  rising  from 
le  woolsack,  announced  to  the  court,  that  Lord.  Mel-, 
lie  was  acquitted^ of; the  high  crimes  and  misdemea- 
3rs  charged  against  him. 

He  then  addressed  the  person  accused  in  the  follow- 
ig  terms: 

**  I  am  to  acquaint  you,  Henry  Lord  Visc6unt  Mel- 
lie,  that  you  are  acquitted  of  the  articles  of  impeach- 
ment exhibited  against  you  by  the  Commons  of  the 

S  c  United 
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Unit^  Kingdom,  for  high  crimes  and  misdemeanors^ 
and  of  all  matters  therem  contained/' 

The  trial  being  thus  terminated,  at  about  four  o  clock 
P.  M.,  their  Lordships  returned  to  the  chamber  of  Par- 
liament in  the  sasme  ovAbt  in  Whith  they  had  entered 
the  hall. 

The  number  of  votes  on  each  side,  on  each  chargCi 
was  correctly  as  follows :    . 

Guilty        Not  Guilty      Majority 

tmiChwtgt. .,  1« «..  1X3 ^.  loa 

'Second  ditto  ...•••••  5$  •.••.•••    79 ^^-   33 

Thirdditto    .^ 52.. 63 31 

tourtbditto "None    All    — 

Fifthditto     4 131 rS7 

^ikthditto 4S  ..^....«    97 39 

Seventhditto.— •.— 50... 85......^.   35 

Sightb  ditto  ^.» U 121 107 

Ninih  ditto   16 lig 103 

Teath  ditto ,...12 1« •-  HI 

iTieir  Royal  Highnesses  the  Dukes  of  ^ork,  Cum- 
Ijerlatid/tind  Cambridge,  land  his  Mi]ghn^eaB  the  Duke  df 
Gloucester,  generally  voted  the  same  way,  not  guilfy; 
|md  thteir  Royal  Highnesses  the  Dukes  of  Clarence, 
Keiit,  and  Sussex,  generally  guilty,  except  on  the  4Ch 
article,  on  which  all 'were  Unanimous  for  acquittal. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  generally  voted  with  the  Dii%isa 
bf  Clarence,  Kent,  and  Sussex.  Tlie  Prince  bfWdet 
Wa[s  not  present 
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